PLAINTIFF’S EXHIBIT

NO. CC-00-06741-B
B&R-293

RAYMOND EMERY DAILEY, SR. IN THE COUNTY COURT

and PRISCILLA DAILEY,
Individually and as Next

Friends of RAYMOND EMERY
DAILEY, JR., a Minor

VS.

GAF CORPORATION (successor to
RUBERROID CORPORATION); et al.

Defendants. DALLAS COUNTY TEXAS

§
§
§
§
§
§
Plaintiffs, § AT LAW #2
§
§
§
§
§
§
§
OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF’S REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION
AND REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION PROPOUNDED TO DEFENDANTS BROWN &
ROOT HOLDINGS, INC., AND BROWN & ROOT, INC.

TO:  Plaintiff, by and through its attorney of record, Ben K. DuBose, Baron & Budd, P.C. 3102
Oak Lawn Ave., Suite 1100, Dallas TX 75219-4281

COMES NOW, Brown & Root, Inc.,n/k/a Kellogg Brown & Root, Inc., Defendant in the
above-entitled and numbered cause, and serves these its Objections and Responses to Plaintiff’s

Request for Admission, and Requests for Production, pursuant to Rules 194, 196 and 197 of the

Texas Rules of Civil Procedure.

DEFENDANT'S OBJECTIONS & RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFFS® REQUEST
FOR ADMISSIONS AND REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION TO DEFENDANTS PAGE |



Respectfully submutted,

GODWIN WHITE & GRUBER, P.C.

BY: 7({/L~/—\————
j nﬁ MISON
Bar No. 40288200
001 Main Street, Suite 2500
Dallas, Texas 75202-3727

(214) 939-4400 (office)
(214) 760-7332 (telecopier)

ATTORNEYS FOR DEFENDANT
BROWN & ROOT, INC.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

This is to certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing instrument has been served via
First Class United States Mail to Plaintiff’s counsel, Baron & Budd 3102 Oak Lawn Ave., Suite

1100 Dallas TX 75219-4281 on this the /? 2 day of April, 2001.
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JOSEPHINE JAMISON
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DEFENDANT'S OBJECTIONS & RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFFS' REQUEST
FOR ADMISSIONS AND REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION TO DEFENDANT1S PAGE 2



PRELIMINARY STATEMENT
APPLICABLE TO ALL REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION
AND REQUESTS FOR_PRODUCTION

Subject to the limitations set forth in this Preliminary
Statement and Common Objections set forth below, Defendant
responds to the Plaintiff’s Requests for Admissicn and Regquests
for Production. It should be noted that the events at issue in

his casé are alleged to have occurred many years ago, and

ct

continuing investigation, further discovery, independent
investigation, legal research, and analvsis may supply additional
facts and add meaning to known facts, as well as establish
entirelv new factual conclusions and legal! contentions, all of

n may iead to substantial changes to, changes in, and
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variations from the responses set forth herein, which are based
on the results of investigation to date. Responses provided
oreviously, and prior to subsequent inves:tigation, should be

onsidered supplemented and/or amended £v the responses herein.
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It should be further noted that the entity sued is Kellogg

rRoct, Inc., for alleged acts or ocmissions of a
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cradecessor entlity, Brown & koot, Inc. Rasponses are provided

cnly as to Brown & Root, Inc., and not as tc any other




productions will be provided for inspection and copying upon

reasonable notice at the office of Defendant's counsel.

COMMON OBJECTIONS TO
REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION AND REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION

Each and every discovery reguest herein 1is responded to
subject to the common objections set forth below. These
objections are set forth here to avoid the duplication and
repetitidn of restating them in each response.

Tnese common objections may be specifically referred to
herein for the purposes of clarity. Defendant’s failure to
specifically incorporate a common objection in a response,
however, should not be construed as a walver of the common
objection.

1. Defendant objects to each request for information and
documents to the extent it seeks information or documents
protected from disclosure by the attornev-client privilege and/or
~he attorney work product privilege provided for by Tex. R. Civ.
2. 182 and Tex. R. Evid. 503.

urcher objects to each request for

Ft

Sefendant

(29

information or documents to the extent that 1t seeks non-relevant
information or documents. As used herein, all objections as to

relevance shall mean that information or Jocuments reguested are

rrelevant to the subject matter involved In the pending action
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and are not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of
admissible evidence.

3. Defendant further objects to each request for
information or documents to the extent that it seeks information
or documents equally accessible to Plaintiff as to Defendant.

4. Defendant further objects to each request for
information or documents to the extent it seeks information or
documents not in the possession or control of Defendant.

'5. Defendant further objects in that the interrogatories
reguire answers in excess of the maximum allowable number of such

reguests in viclation of the rule of limitation of

interrogatories. Tex. R. Civ. P. 190.3.
6. Defendant further objects to the use of the term
“asbestos products,” as well as any variation of this term, on

2nds Thnaz lts use mischaracterizes the nature and scope of

7. Defendant further objects to each request for
information and documents to the extent it seeks information and
documents “in anyway related to,” on the grounds that the use of

—erm renders such request overly broad and vague.

n
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COMMON OBJECTIONS APPLICABLE TO THE “DEFINITIONS” SECTION
IN PLAINTIFF’'S REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION AND FIRST REQUEST FOR
PRODUCTION

Defendant objects to the “DEFINITIONS” section in
Plaintiff’s Requests for Admissions and Request for Production
of Documents and each and every “definition” contained in the
“DEFINITIONS” section on the grounds that this section and the
“definitions” contained therein purport to create and/or impose
obligations upon Defendant beyond those contained in the Texas
Rules of Civil Procedure. Defendant further objects to the
following definitions:

1. Defendant objects to the definitions of “You”, “Your
company”, “Defendant” and “Person(s)”, on the grounds that these
definitions are vague and ambiguous, overly broad, harassing and
surdensome. Defendant further objects to these definitions as
calling for discovery from an entity other than the named
Deféndant in this case. Finally, Defendant objects to these

definitions as calling for documents protected from discovery by

azzorney-client privilege, attorney work product privilege,

(1
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i/cr joint defense privilege.
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2. Pefendant objects to the definicion of “Document (s)”,
“written materials” and “Printed matter” as calling for
AT LBIECTICHS & RESPCNSES TC FLAINTIFFS RZQUEST FOR ADMISSIONS AND REQUEST FOR
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documents protected by the attorney-client privilege, the
atrtorney work product privilege, the joint defense privilege and
also seeks to discover matters exempt from discovery and/or
privilege as trade secrets and/or proprietary and/or confidential
irformation. Defendant further objects to the definition of
“Document (s)”, “written materials” and “Printed matter” as
vague, ambiguous, overly broad, unduly burdensome and harassing.
FinallyA.Defendant objects to the definition of “Document (s)”,
"written materials” and “Printed matter” as calling for
documents that are as readily available to Plaintiff as to
Defendant.

Subject to the foregoing common objections, Defendant makes
and serves these its Objections and Answers to Plaintiff’s

Feguests for Admissions and Regquests for 2Production as follows:

Reguest for Admigsion No. 1: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached heretc as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #1 1s a true and correct
copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this regquest 1is

deemed denied.

TS CBJETTICNS & RESPONSES TC FLAINTIFES' RECUEST FOR ADMISSIONS AND REQUEST FOR
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Reguest for Production No. 1: If you denied the preceding request
for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce any and
all substantially similar documents which are in your custody,
possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant‘s response to the cited Request for
Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase "“all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reguest for Admission No. 2: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #2 1s a true and correct

copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
iﬁformation concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.

SES T2 PLAINTIFFS REQUEST FIR ADMISSICHNS AND RECUEST FOR



Reguest for Production No. 2: If you denied the preceding request
for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce any and
all substantially similar documents which are in your custody,
possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for
Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” 1is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reguest for Admission No. 3: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #3 is a true and correct
copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this regquest 1is

deemed denied.

& RESPCNSES TC FLAINTIFFS® EREQUEST

T35 - PAGE &

R RIMISSIONS AND REQUEST FOR




Reguest for Production No. 3: If you denied the preceding request
for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce any and
all substantially similar documents which are in your custody,
possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is wvague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 4: Admit that the document identified
cn Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached heretco as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #4 is a true and correct
copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
dccument to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.
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Reguest for Production No. 4: If you denied the preceding request
for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce any and
all substantially similar documents which are in your custody,
possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for
Admission, which 1s incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it 1is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantialiy similar documents” s vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. S5: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #5 1is a true and correct
copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a tfue and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.
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Reguest for Production No. 5: If you denied the preceding request
for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce any and
all substantially similar documents which are in your custody,

possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for
Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to

this request on the grounds that the phrase “all

substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reguest for Admission No. 6: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #6 1s a true and correct

copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the

document to admit or deny whether it is a true and

correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.

NS & RESPONSES T2 PLAINTIFFS' REQUEST FOR ADMISSICNS AND REQUEST FOR
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Reqguest for Production No. 6: If you denied the preceding request
for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce any and
all substantially similar documents which are in your custody,
possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for
Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdenscme and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” 1s vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reguest for Admission No. 7: Admit that the document identified
onn Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A“ and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #7 is a true and correct
copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether 1t is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this reguest is

deemed denied.
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Request for Production No. 7: If you denied the preceding request
for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce any and
all substantially similar documents which are in your custody,
possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for
Admission, which 1is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it 1is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 8: Admit that the document identified
orn Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #8 is a true and correct

coow of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this reguest is

deemed denied.

EFENDANT'S CBJECTIONS & RESPONSES TC PLAINTIFFS' REQUEST FCR ADMISSIONS AND REQUEST FOR

CEFENOANT

PRCOUCTION TO DEFENDANTS - PAGE 14




Reguest for Production No. 8: If you denied the preceding request
for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce any and
all substantially similar documents which are in your custody,
possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for
Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 9: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #9 is a true and correct
copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.
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Request for Production No. 9: If you denied the preceding regquest
~for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce any and
all substantially similar documents which are in your custody,

possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all

substantially similar documents” 1is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admissigon No. 10: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A* and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #10 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.

CBCZITIONS & RESPONSES TC PLAINTIFFS’ REQUEST FOR ADMISSICONS AND REQUEST FOR
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Request for Production No. 10: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents whlch are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
cverly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all

substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Regquest for Admission No. 11: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #11 1is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request 1is

deemed denied.
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Reguest for Production No. 11: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your

custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it 1is

" overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objec;s to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” 1s vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 12: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #12 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it 1s a true and
correct copy of the coriginal, and this request 1is

deemed denied.

CEFZNIANT'S CBJEZTICHE & RESPEONSES T2 PLAINTIFF
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Request for Production No. 12: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
anv and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
“c be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
" overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably

calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reguest for Admission No. 13: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #13 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and

correct copy of the original, and this reguest is

deemed denied.
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Regquest for Production No. 13: If you denied the preceding

request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce

any and all substantially similar documents which are in your

custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant's response to the cited Request for
Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it 1is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all

substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission Ng, 14: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #14 1s a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and

correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.
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Request for Production No. 14: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’'s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it 1is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reguest for Admission No. 15: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #15 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request 1is

deemed denied.

SSIONS AND REQUEST FOR
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Request for Production No. 15: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
anv and all substantially similar documents which are in your

custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’'s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it 1is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” 135 vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reguest for Admission No. 16: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #16 1s a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.
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Reguest for Production No. 16: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for
Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it 1is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 17: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #17 1s a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
§ocument to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.

NDANTS CBJECTICNS & RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFFSY REQUEST FCR ADMISSICNS AND REQUEST FOR

UlTIT TO DEFENDANTS - PAGE 23




Request for Production No. 17: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
DCefendant cbjects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 18: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #18 is a true and
ccrrect copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this regquest is

deemed denied.
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Reguest for Production No. 18: If you denied the preceding
regquest for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for
Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” 1is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reguest for Admission No. 19: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #19 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request 1is

deemed denied.
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Reguest for Producticon No. 19: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
anvy and all substantially similar documents which are in your

custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’'s response to the cited Request for
Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it 1is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” 1is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reguest for Admission No. 20: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #20 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity oﬁ the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.
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Request for Production No. 20: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for
Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on ﬁhe grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this reguest on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 21: Admit that the document identified
con Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List {(attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #21 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

cdeemed denied.
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Reguest for Production No. 21: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’'s response to the cited Request for
Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated tc lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admigsion No. 22: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #22 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.
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Reguest for Production No. 22: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
anv and all substantially similar documents which are in your

[

custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
t0o be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents”’ 1s vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Peguest for Admission No, 23: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #23 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it 1s a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.
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Request for Production No. 23: If you denied the preceding’

request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
cc pe produced, as well as on the grounds that it 1is
overly broad, unduly_burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 24: Admit that the document identified
orr Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached heretc as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #24 1is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPQONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity cof the
document to admit or deny whether it i1s a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.
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Reguest for Production No. 24: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents whlch are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds tpat it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” 1is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 25: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A" and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #25 1s a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.
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Request for Production No. 25: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your

custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” 1s vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 26: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List {attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #26 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: [Cenied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and

correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.
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Reguest for Production No. 26: If you denied the preceding

request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” 1s vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admigsion No. 27: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #27 1is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request 1is

deemed denied.
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Reguest for Production No. 27: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’'s response to the cited Request for
Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this reguest on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not'reaéonébly
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 28: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #28 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request 1is

deemed denied.
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Request for Production No. 28: If you denied the preceding
regquest for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it 1is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 238: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #29 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.
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Request for Production No. 29: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents whlch are in your

custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for
Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” i1s vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reguest for Admission No. 30: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #30 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
irnformation concerning the origin and identity of the
document tc admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.
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Request for Production No. 30: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it 1is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” Is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 31: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #31 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this regquest is

deemed denied.
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Reguest for Production No. 31: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant cbjects to this regquest on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 32: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #32 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this reqguest 1is

deemed denied.
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Reqguest for Production No. 32: If you denied the preceding
reguest for Admissiocn, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents Wthh are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.

Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that

it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this reguest on the grounds that the phrase “all

substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reguest for Admission No. 33: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #33 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.
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Reguest for Production No. 33: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your

custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” 1s vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reguest for Admission No. 34: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached heretc as Exhibit "A“ and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #34 1s a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request 1is

deemed denied.
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Reguest for Producticn No. 34: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or controel.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this reguest on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 35: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #35 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request 1is

deemed denied.
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Request for Production No. 35: If you denied the preceding

reguest for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant‘s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it 1is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documentcs” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reguest for Admission No. 36: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #36 is a true and
correct copy of the criginal.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request 1is

deemed denied.
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Regquest for Production No. 36: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’'s response to the cited Request for
Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 37: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #37 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity cof the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request 1is

deemed denied.
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Reguest for Production Ngo. 37: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’'s response to the cited Regquest for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this reguest on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” 1is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 38: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A“ and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #38 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knoWledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.
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Request for Production No. 38: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
rto be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” 1s vague, overbroad

ard undefined.

Request for Admission No. 39: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A* and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #39 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.
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Reguest for Production No. 39: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’'s response to the cited Request for
Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase "“all

substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reqguest for Admission No. 40: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #40 1s a true and
correct copy of the original.

RES?ONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it 1is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.
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Request for Production No. 40: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant's response to the cited Request for
Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “ali
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reguest for Admission No. 41: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached heretoc as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #41 1s a true and
correct copy of the original.

RES?ONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it 1is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.
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Reguest for Production No. 41: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
anv and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant‘s response to the cited Request for
Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it 1is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reguest for Admission No. 42: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #42 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RES?ONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request 1is

deemed denied.
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Request for Production No. 42: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant's response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” 1is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 43: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #43 1is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
aocument to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.
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Reguest for Production No. 43: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it 1is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all

substantially similar documents” 1s vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 44: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit "“A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #44 1is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.
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Reguest for Production No. 44: If you denied the preceding

request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce

any and all substantially similar documents which are in your

custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for
Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity che documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it 1is

. overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably

calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all

substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reguest for Admission No. 45: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #45 1s a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
| information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this regquest is

deemed denied.
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Request for Production No. 45: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your

custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
" overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably

calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reguest for Admission No. 46: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #46 1s a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPbNSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.
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Request for Production No. 46: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in wheole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPQONSE: See Defendant's response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” 1s vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reguest for Admission No. 47: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached heretc as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference}) as B&R #47 1s a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Admitted.

Reguest for Production No. 47: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
anv and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: Not applicable.
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Request for Admission No. 48: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #48 1is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Admitted.

Request for Production No. 48: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: Not applicable.

Request for Admission No. 49: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorrvorated herein by reference) as B&R #49 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: 2Admitted.

Reguest for Production No. 49: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: Not applicable.
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Request for Admission No. 50: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #50 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Admitted.

Request for Production No. 50: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: Not applicable.

Reguest for Admission No. 51: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #51 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
cecrrect copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.

Recuest for Production No. 51: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar dccuments which are in your

custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant's response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in respomnse.
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Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grbunds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reguest for Admission No. 52: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List {attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #52 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Admitted.

Reqguest for Production No. 52: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: Not applicable.

Reguest for Admission No. 53: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #53 1is a true and
correct copy of the original.
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RESPONSE: Admitted.

Reguest for Production No. 53: If you denied the preceding

request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: Not applicable.

Reguest for Admission No. 54: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #54 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request 1is

deemed denied.

Reguest for Production No. 54: If you denied the preceding
reguest for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that

it fails to identify with particularity the documents
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to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this regquest on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reguest for Admission No. 55: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #55 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Admitted.

Request for Production No. 55: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custodv, possession or control.

RESPONSE: Not applicable.

Request for Admission No. 56: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #56 1s a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Admitted.
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Reguest for Production No. 56: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: Not applicable.

Request for Admission No. 57: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #57 1s a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.

Request for Production No. 57: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
go be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible

at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
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this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 58: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit "“A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #58 1s a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.

Reguest for Production No. 58: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.

Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it 1is

overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably

calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
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at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reguest for Admisgion No. 59: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #59 1s a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Admitted.

Reguest for Production No. 59: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: Not applicable.

Reguest for Admission No. 60: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit "“A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #6C 1is a true and
cerrect copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Admitted.

Reguest for Production No. 60: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
anv and all substantially similar documents which are in your
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custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: Not applicable.

Request for Admission No. 61: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit "“A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #61 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: 2dmitted.

Request for Production No. 61: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control. '

RESPONSE: Not applicable.

Request for Admission No. 62: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #62 1s a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Admitted.

Request for Production No. €2: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or contxrol.

RESPONSE: Not applicable.
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Request for Admission No. 63: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit "“A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #63 1s a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Admitted.

Reguest for Production No. 63: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: Not applicable.

Request for Admission No. 64: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #64 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
informaticn concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.

Request for Production No. 64: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
arnv and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custedy, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for
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Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 65: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporatec herein by reference) as B&R #65 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.

Request for Production No. 65: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custodv, pcssession or control.
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RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for
Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase "“all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission Ng. 66: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #66 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Admitted.

Request for Production No. 66: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
anv and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, pcssession or control.

RESPONSE: Not applicable.

Reguest for Admission No. 67: Admit that the document identified
cnn Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and

5 & RESFCONSES 70 PLAINTIFFS' RECUEST FOR ADMISSIONS AND REQUEST FOR




incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #67 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Admitted.

Reguest for Production No. 67: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: Not applicable.

Reguest for Admission No. 68: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached heretoc as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #68 1is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Admitted.

Reguest for Producticon No. 68: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: Not applicable.

Reqguest for Admission No. 69: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #69 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
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information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.

Reqguest for Production No. 69: If you denied the preceding

request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE :

See Defendant's respcnse to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this regquest cn the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
tc be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reascnably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reqguest for Admission No. 70: Admit that the document identified

on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #70 is a true and
correct copy of the original.
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RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request 1is

deemed denied.

Reguest for Producticon No., 70: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it 1is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 71: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #71 is a true and
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correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Admitted.

Request for Production No. 71: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: Not applicable.

Request for Admission No. 72: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #72 1s a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.

Request for Production No. 72: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.

Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
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it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reguest for Admission No. 73: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #73 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it 1s a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.

Request for Production No. 73: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’'s response to the cited Request for
Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.

Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
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it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and hot reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” 1s vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reguest for Admission No. 74: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #74 1s a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this reqﬁest is

deemed denied.

Request for Production No. 74: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for
Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.

Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
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it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and hot reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this regquest on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Pecuest for Admission No. 75: Admit that the document identified
cn Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #75 is a true and

correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request 1is

deemed denied.

Reguest for Production No. 75: If you denied the preceding
reguest for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’'s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
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Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase "“all
substantially similar documents” 1s vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reguest for Admission No. 76: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference} as B&R #76 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this regquest is

deemed denied.

Request for Production No. 76: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.




Request

Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grbunds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

for Admission No. 77: Admit that the document identified

on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #77 is a true and

correct

copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and

Reguest

information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this regquest 1is

deemed denied.

for Production No. 77: If you denied the preceding

regquest
any and
custody,

for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
all substantially similar documents which are in your
possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant'’s response to the cited Request for

SEFZNDANT’ S
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Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
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Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to

this request on the grounds that the phrase “all

substantially similar documents” is wvague, overbroad

and undefined.

Regquest for Admission No. 78: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #78 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.

Regquest for Production No. 78: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’'s response to the cited Reqguest for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
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Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grbunds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” 1is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 79: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #79 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.

Reguest for Production No. 79: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Reguest for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
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Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it 1is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all

substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 80: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #80 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.

Reguest for Production No. 80: If you denied the preceding
reguest for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for
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Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this reqguest on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” 1is wvague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 81: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #81 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.

Reguest for Production No. 81: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.
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RESPONSE: See Defendant’'s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all

substantially similar documents” 1is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 82: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #82 1is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request 1is

deemed denied.

Request for Production No. 82: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your

DEFENDANT'S OBJECTIONS & RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFFS' REQUEST FOR ADMISSIONS AND REQUEST FOR

PRODUCTION TC DEFENDANTS - PAGE 79



custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated heréin in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reguest for Admission No. 83: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List {(attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #83 1s a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.

Request for Production No. 83: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your

REQUEST FOR ADMISSIONS AND REQUEST FOR




custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reguest for Admission No. 84: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A" and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #84 1is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.

Reguest for Production No. 84: If you denied the preceding
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request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce

any and all substantially similar documents which are in your

custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for
Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all

substantially similar documents” 1s vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 85: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #85 1s a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
éorrect copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.
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Request for Production No. 85: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is wvague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 86: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List {attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #86 1s a true and
correct copy of the original.

RES?ONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request 1is

deemed denied.
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Reguest for Production No. 86: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your

custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’'s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Défendant objects to this regquest on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grcunds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reguest for Admission No. 87: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #87 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RES?ONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.
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Request for Production No. 87: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant‘s response to the cited Request for
Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this reguest on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 88: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #88 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESéONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request 1is

deemed denied.
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Reguest for Production Ng. 88: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’'s response to the cited Request for
Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdenscome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” 1s wvague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 89: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A" and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #89 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
ccrrect copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.
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Reguest for Production No. 89: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for
Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it 1is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this reguest on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” 1is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 90: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #90 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RES?ONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

ceemed denied.
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Production No. 90: If you denied the preceding

Request for
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your

custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’'s response to the cited Request for
Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase *“all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reguest for Admission No., 91: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #91 1is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.
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Request for Production No. 91: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your

custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’'s response to the cited Request for
Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it 1is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 92: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #92 1s a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and

correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.
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Request for Pr ction No. 92: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’'s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
tc be produced, as well as on the grounds that it 1is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this reguest on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” 1is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reguest for Admission No. 93: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit "“A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #93 is a true and
ccrrect copy cf the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request 1is

deemed denied.
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Reqguest for Production No. 93: If you denied the preceding

request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce

any and all substantially similar documents which are in your

custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for
Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase "“all

substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reguest for Admission No. 94: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #94 1is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RES?ONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.

DEFENDANT'S OBJECTIONS & RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFFS' REQUEST FOR ADMISSIONS AND REQUEST FOR
PRODUCTICN TO DEFENDANTS - PAGE 91 '



Request for Production No. 94: If you denied the preceding
reguest for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
anv and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” 1s vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reguest for Admission No, 95: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #95 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESéONSE: Denied. Defenﬁant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request 1is

deemed denied.
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Request for Production No. 95: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this reguest on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
tc be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase "“all
substantially similar documents” 1s vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Regquest for Admission No. 96: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #96 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.
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Reguest for Production No. 96: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
ar and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custcedy, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it 1is
overly broad, unduly burdenscome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase ®“all
supstantially similar documents” is ~vague, overbroad

ard undefined.

Request for Admission No. 97: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #97 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether i; is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.
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Request for Production No. 97: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for
Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request con the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
ro be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reascnably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is wvague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 98: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A"” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #98 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE : Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.
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Reguest for Production No. 98: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is wvague, overbroad

arnd undefined.

Reguest for Admission No. 99: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #99 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.
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Request for Production No. 99: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for
Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
tc be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this reguest on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is wvague, overbroad

and undefined.

Regquest for Admission No. 100: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #100 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RES?ONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request 1is

deemed denied.
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Reqguest for Production No. 100: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 101: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #101 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request 1is

deemed denied.
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Request for Production No. 101: If you denied the preceding

request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your

custody,

possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’'s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” 1s vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reguest for Admission No. 102: Admit that the document identified

on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #102 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and

DEFENDANT'

information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request 1is

deemed denied.
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Reqguest for Production No. 102: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reqguest for Admission No. 103: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #103 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
| information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.
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Request for Production No. 103: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’'s response to the cited Request for

Admission, thch is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
tc be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 104: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #104 is a true and
correct copy ©of the original.

RES?ONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it 1s a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.
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Request for Production No. 104: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant‘s response to the cited Request for
Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the dccuments
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this reguest on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

ard undefined.

Request for Admission No. 105: Admit that the document identified
onn Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached heretc as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #1055 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request 1is

deemed denied.
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Request for Production No. 105: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for
Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
tc be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
cverly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reguest for Admigsion No. 106: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #106 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESéONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request 1is

deemed denied.

CEFENDANT'S OBJECTIONS & RESPONSES TC PLAINTIFFS' RECUEST FOR ADMISSIONS AND REQUEST FOR

““““““

PRCDUCTION TO DEFENDANTS - PAGE 103



Request for Production No. 106: If you denied the preceding

request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
anvy and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant'’'s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” 1is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reguest for Admission No. 107: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #107 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESéONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it i1s a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request 1is

deemed denied.
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Request for Production No. 107: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your

custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant's response to the cited Request for
Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it 1is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase "all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 108: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #108 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RES?ONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request 1is

deemed denied.
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Request for Production No. 108: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it 1is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase "“all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reguest for Admission No. 109: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs‘ Exhibit List (attached heretc as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #1099 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RES?ONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it 1s a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request 1is

deemed denied.
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Request for Production No. 109: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 110: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List {attached heretoc as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #110 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
%nformation concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request 1s

deemed denied.
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Request for Production No. 110: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for
Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

ard undefined.

Request for Admission No. 111: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #111 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it 1is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.
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Reguest for Production No. 111: If you denied the preceding

request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your

custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE:

See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularicy the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it 1is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all

substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reguest for Admission No. 112: Admit that the document identified

on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #112 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE:

Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and

correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.
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Pequest for Production No. 112: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
anv and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant's response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
tc be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all

substantially similar documents” 1s vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 113: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #1123 is a true and
correct cory of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and

correct copy of the original, and this request is

REQUEST FOR ADMISSICNS AND REQUEST FOR




deemed denied.

Request for Production No. 113: If you denied the preceding
reqgquest for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for
Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 114: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #114 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and

information concerning the origin and identity of the
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document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.

Request for Production No. 114: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant'’'s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase "“all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 115: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #115 1is a true and
correct copy of the original.
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RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.

Request for Production No. 115: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Reguest for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
ro be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 116: Admit that the document identified
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on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and

incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #116 is a true and

correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and

correct copy of the original, and this request 1is

deemed denied.

Request for Production No. 116: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this reguest on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
tc be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdenscme and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
vhis request on the grounds that the phrase "“all
substantially similar documents” 1s vague, overbroad

and undefined.
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Reguest for Admission No. 117: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #117 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request 1is

deemed denied.

Request for Production No. 117: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Reguest for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.
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Request for Admission No. 118: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #118 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.

Request for Production No. 118: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: Sce Defendant’'s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.
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Reguest for Admission No. 119: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A"” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #119 1s a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the criginal, and this request 1is

deemed denied.

Reguest for Production No. 115: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

2Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
cverly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
caiculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is wvague, overbroad

and undefined.
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Request for Admission No. 120: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit "“A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #120 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it 1s a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.

Request for Production No. 120: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
talculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all

substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad
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and undefined.

Reguest for Admission No. 121: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #121 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.

Request for Production No. 121: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then procduce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Reguest for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it 1is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible

at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to

CNS & RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFFS' REQUEST FOR ADMISSIONS AND REQUEST FOR
CANTS - PAGE 119




this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 122: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached heretoc as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #12Z2 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.

Request for Production No. 122: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it 1is

overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
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calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase "“all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reguest for Admission No. 123: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #123 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.

Request for Production No. 123: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then prcduce
any.and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: Ses Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents

to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it 1is
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overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds‘that the phrase "“all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 124: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #124 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

ceemed denied.

Request for Production No. 124: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that

it fails to identify with particularity the documents
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to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 125: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffg’ Exhibit List {attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #125 1s a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.

Request for Production No. 125: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.

FECTICNS & RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFFS® REQUEST FOR ADMISSIONS AND REQUEST FOR

EFENEANTS - PAGE 122




Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 126: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #126 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this reguest 1is

deemed denied.

Request for Production No. 126: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.
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RESPONSE: See Defendant’'s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it 1is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” 1is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 127: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “"A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #127 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
cdocument to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this reguest 1is

deemed denied.

Eeqguest for Production No. 127: If you denied the preceding
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regquest for . Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce

ary and all substantially similar documents which are in your

custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for
Admission, which 1s incorporated herein iﬁ response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to pe produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reascnably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
thlis request on the grounds that the phrase “all

substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reguest for Admission No. 128: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #128 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
:nformation concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether 1t is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.
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Request for Production No. 128: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your

custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is wvague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 129: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #129% is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
aocument to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request 1is

deemed denied.
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Reguest for Production No. 129: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase "“all
substantially similar documents” 1s vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Regquest for Admission No. 130: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #130 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.
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Reguest for Production No. 130: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’'s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request con the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reguest for Admission No. 131: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’' Exhibit List (attached heretc as Exhibit “A* and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #1321 1s a true and
ccrrect copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and

correct copy of the original, and this request 1is
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deemed denied.

Request for Producticon No. 131: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’'s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
vc be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” 1is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reguest for Admission No. 132: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporatéd herein by reference) as B&R #1232 is a true and
ccorrect copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
dccument to admit or deny whether it is a true and
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correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.

Request for Production No. 132: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custcdy, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant's response to the cited Request for
Admission, which 1s incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 133: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #133 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
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information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.

Reguest for Production No. 133: If you denied the preceding

request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE:

See Defendant’'s response to the cited Reguest for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it 1is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” 1s vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reguest for Admission No. 134: Admit that the document identified

on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #134 is a true and
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correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.

Request for Production No. 134: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
anv and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’'s response to the cited Regquest for

Admission, which 1s incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this reguest on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.
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Reguest for Admission No. 135: Admit that the document identified
orn Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #135 1s a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit of deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request 1is

deemed denied.

Request for Production No. 135: If you denied the preceding
reguest for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
anv and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’'s response to the cited Reguest for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly brcad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
“his request on the grounds that the phrase “all

substantially similar documents” 1is vague, overbroad

and undefined.
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Request for Admission No. 136: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #136 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it 1s a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request 1is

deemed denied.

Request for Production No. 136: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
anv and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for
Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this reguest on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it 1is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
ét trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.
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Reguest for Admission No. 137: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs‘ Exhibit List (attached heretc as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #137 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.

Reguest for Production No. 137: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly bkroad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all

substantially similar documents” is wvague, overbroad
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and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 138: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List {attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #138 1s a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request 1is

deemed denied.

Request for Production No. 138: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
ﬁo be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible

at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
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this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reguest for Admission No., 139: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #139 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.

Reguest for Production No. 139: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’'s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this reguest on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it 1is

overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
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calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the‘phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reguest for Admission No. 140: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #140 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.

Reguest for Production No. 140: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any ‘and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents

to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
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overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant fﬁrther objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reguest for Admission No. 141: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #141 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this reguest is

deemed denied.

Reguest for Production No. 141: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that

it fails to identify with particularity the documents
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to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdenscme and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reqgquest for Admission No. 142: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #142 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request 1is

deemed denied.

Reguest for Production No. 142: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.

CEFENDANT S OBJECTIONS & RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFFS® REQUEST FOR ADMISSIONS AND REQUEST FOR

PRODUCTICON TO DEFENDANTS - PAGE 141



Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grbunds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
~his request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 143: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs‘ Exhibit List (attached heretc as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #143 is a true and
correct copy of the original.See Defendant’'s response to the
cited Regquest for Admission, which is incorpcrated herein in
response. Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request 1is

deemed denied.

Reguest for Production No. 143: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
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custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’'s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated heréin in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reguest for Admission No. 144: Admit that the document identified
cn Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #144 1s a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
QOcument to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request 1is

deemed denied.
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Request for Production No. 144: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
anvy and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’'s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
tc be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” 1s vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Xeguest for Admission No. 145: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #145 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it i1s a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.
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Reguest for Production No. 145: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this regquest on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reguest for Admission No. 146: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #146 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request 1is

deemed denied.
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Reguest for Production No. 146: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorpcrated herein in response.
Defendant cbjects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reguest for Admission No. 147: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #147 is a true and

- correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and

correct copy of the original, and this request is
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deemed denied.

Reguest for Production No. 147: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPQNSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admigssion No. 148: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A" and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #148 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and

information concerning the origin and identity of the
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document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.

Reguest for Production No. 148: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant'’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this regquest on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 149: Admit that the document identified
cn Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #1493 is a true and
correct copy of the original.
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RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and

Reguest

information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request 1is

deemed denied.

for Production No. 149: If you denied the preceding

reguest
any and
custody

for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
all substantially similar documents which are in your
, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant‘s response to the cited Request for

reguest

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this regquest on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it 1is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

for Admission No. 150: Admit that the document identified
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on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and

incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #150 is a true and

correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and

correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.

Reguest for Production No. 150: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase "“all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.
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Request for Admission No. 151: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
inccrporated herein by reference) as B&R #151 is a true and

correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.

Reguest for Production No., 151: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant‘s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.
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Request for Admission No. 152: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #152 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.

Request for Production No. 152: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
anv and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this reqguest on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
tc be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.
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Request for Admission No. 153: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #153 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request 1is

deemed denied.

Request for Production No. 153: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’'s response to the cited Reguest for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.
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Reguest for Admission No. 154: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit "“A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #154 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request 1is

deemed denied.

Request for Production No. 154: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possessicon or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant'’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein 1in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
ét trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.
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Reguest for Admission No. 155: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #155 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.

Request for Production No. 155: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdenscme and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all

substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad
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and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 156: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List {attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference} as B&R #156 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
corfect copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.

Request for Production No. 156: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custedy, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
Eo be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly brcad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible

at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to

ZEZFENDANT S OBJECTIONS & RESPONSES TC PLAINTIFFS' REQUEST FOR ADMISSITNS AND REQUEZST FOR
DRIDUCTION TO DEFENDANTS - PAGE 15¢€



this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reguest for Admission No. 157: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #157 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge énd
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request 1is

deemed denied.

Request for Production No. 157: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorpcrated herein in respomnse.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is

overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
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calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” 1is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reguest for Admission No. 158: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached heretc as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #158 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this regquest is

deemed denied.

Reqguest for Production No. 158: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any -and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, pcssession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant'’'s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents

to pe produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
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overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” 1is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 159: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #159 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.

Request for Production No. 159: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any .and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Reqguest for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents

to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
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overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 160: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #160 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request 1is

deemed denied.

Request for Production No. 160: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which 1s incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that

it fails to identify with particularity the documents
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to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

ard undefined.

Request for Admission No. 161: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #1€61 is a true and
cerrect copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.

Reguest for Production No. 161: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
anvy and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.

(S
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Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the gréunds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

ana undefined.

Request for Admission No. 162: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #162 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request 1is

deemed denied.

Pequest for Production No. 162: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or 1in part, then produce
n and all substantially similar documents which are in your

ustody, possession or control.

0w
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RESPONSE: See Defendant'’'s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdenscome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase "“all
substantially similar documents” 1s vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Regquest for Admission No. 163: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #163 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request 1is

deemed denied.

for Production No. 163: If you denied the preceding

1

zegues
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request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’'s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reqguest for Admission No. 164: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #164 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request 1is

deemed denied.
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Reguest for Production No. 164: If you denied the preceding

request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your

custoay,

RESPONSE:

possession or control.

See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for
Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on thé grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
zo be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” 1s vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 165: Admit that the document identified

on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #165 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE:

Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.
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Request for Production No. 165: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
anv and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it falls to identify with particularity the documents
zc be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this reguest on the grounds that the phrase “all
suistantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

FEg: Acdmission No. 166: Admit that the document identified
on ffig’ Exhibit List (attached heretc as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #166 1s a true and
correct copy of the original.
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RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it 1s a true and

cocrrect copy of the original, and this request is
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deemed denied.

Request for Production No. 166: If you denied the preceding

request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your

custedy,

RESPONSE:

possession or control.

See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this regquest on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it 1is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 167: Admit that the document identified

on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #167 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and

RESPONSE:
information concerning the origin and identity of the
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document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.

LU

for Production No. 167: If you denied the preceding

for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
all substantially similar documents which are in your

, Dossesslon or control.
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RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it 1is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
“his request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 168: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorpcrated herein by reference) as B&R #168 is a true and
correct copy of the original.
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RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
deccument to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.

Reguest for Production No. 168: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.

Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that

it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all

substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Regquest for Admission No. 169: Admit that the document identified
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on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference}) as B&R #169 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE:

Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this reguest is

deemed denied.

Request for Production No. 169: If you denied the preceding

request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE:

See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which 1s incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
te be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
caiculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.
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Request for Admission Neo. 170: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #170 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.

Reguest for Production No. 170: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’'s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially simiiar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.
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Request for Admission No. 171: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit "“A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #171 is a true and
correct copy ©of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.

Regquest for Production No. 171: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly brcad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all

substantially similar documents” 1is vague, overbroad

and undefined.
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Reguest for Admission No. 172: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #172 1is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether i1t 1s a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.

Request for Production No. 172: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant's response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all

substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad
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and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 173: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A"” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #173 1is a true and
correct copy of the original. ‘

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request 1is

deemed denied.

Reguest for Production No. 173: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’'s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible

at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
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this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 174: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #174 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy ©of the original, and this request is

ceemed denied.

Request for Production No. 174: If you denied the preceding
reguest for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is

overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
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calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reguest for Admission No. 175: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #175 1s a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this reguest is

deemed denied.

Regquest for Production Ng. 175: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

2dmission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is

overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
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calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 176: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #176 1s a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this reguest is

deemed denied.

Request for Production No. 176: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any -and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’'s response to the cited Regquest for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents

tc be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
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overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase "“all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission Ng. 177: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #177 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.

Request for Production No. 177: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: Zee Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated heréin in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that

it fails to identify with particularity the documents
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to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reguest for Admission No. 178: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #178 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.

Request for Production No. 178: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’'s response to the cited Request for

Admissicn, which is incorporated herein in response.
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Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it 1is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonébly
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” 1is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 179: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
ircorporated herein by reference) as B&R #1793 1is a true and
ccrrect copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the coriginal, and this request is

deemed denied.

Reguest for Production No. 179: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
anv and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, pcssession or control.
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RESPONSE:

See Defendant’'s response to the cited Request for

Admissicon, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 180: Admit that the document identified

on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List ({(attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #180 1s a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE:

Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
dccument to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.

Reguest for Production No. 180: If you denied the preceding
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request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it 1is
overiy broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reqguest for Admission No. 181: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #1811 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
aocument to admit cor deny whether it i1s a true and
correct copy ©of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.
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Request for Production No. 181: If you denied the preceding
regquest for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’'s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this regquest on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
cverly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this mattexr. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reguest for Admission No. 182: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #182 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.
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Request for Production No. 182: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
znw and all substantially similar documents which are in your

A aa v o> QRPN

custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’'s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it faills to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase "“all
subscancially similar documents” Is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reguest for Admission No. 183: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #1823 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and

correct copy of the original, and this request 1is
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deemed denied.

Request for Production No., 183: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’'s response to the cited Request for
Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” 1is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 184: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #184 1s a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and

information concerning the corigin and identity of the
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document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request 1is

deemed denied.

Request for Production No, 184: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Reguest for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” 1s vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reqguest for Admission No. 185: Admit that the document identified
cnn Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #185 is a true and
correct copy of the original.
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RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it>is a true and
correct copy of the original. and this reguest is

deemed denied.

Reqguest for Production No. 185: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’'s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reguest for Admission No. 186: Admit that the document identified
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on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and

incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #186 is a true and

correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and

correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.

Reguest for Production No. 186: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
anv and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or contrcl.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’'s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
rc be produced, as well as on the grounds that it 1is
overly broad, unduly burdenscme and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.
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Reguest for Admission No. 187: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #187 is a true and
cerrect copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.

Request for Production No. 187: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
anv and al. substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for
Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
tc be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reascnably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

tm
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Reguest for Admission No. 188: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs® Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #188 1is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.

Reguest for Production No. 188: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Reguest for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this reguest on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

TICNS & RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFFS' REQUEST FOR ADMISSICHNS AND REQUEST FOR
FTENDANTS - PAGE 190




Request for Admission No. 189: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached heretoc as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #189 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.

Reguest for Production No. 189: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documen:zs which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’'s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all

substantially similar documents” Is vague, overbroad
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and undefined.

Reguest for Admission No. 190: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #190 is a true and
ccrrect copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.

Reguest for Production No. 190: If you den:ied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: Seg Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which i1s incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this reguest on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particﬁlarity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible

at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
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this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” 1s vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Regues:c for Admission No. 191: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #1%1 1s a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
cocument to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.

Fequest for Production No. 191: If you denied the preceding
reguest for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
arny and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it Zails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is

overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
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calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reguest for Admission No. 192: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #192 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy ©f the original, and this request 1is

deemed denied.

Request for Production No. 192: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’'s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is inccrporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
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to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead tc evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” 1is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reguest for Admission No. 193: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A* and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #1893 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.

Request for Production No. 193: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this reguest on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
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to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this reqguest on the grounds that the phrase “all
vbstantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Regquest for Admission No. 194: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #194 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
irformation concerning the origin and identity of the
decument to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.

Request for Production No. 194: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’'s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
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Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails tc identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” 1s vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Regquest for Admission No. 195: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #195 1is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Cenied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.

Request for Production No. 195: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documentcs which are in your
custody, possession or control.
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RESPONSE:

See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this reguest on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably

alculated o lead to evidence that will be admissible

0

at trial in this matter. Defendant Iurther objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” Is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reguest for Admission No. 196: Admit that the document identified

on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #196 is a true and
correct cepy of the original.

(ORI N

RESPONSE:

Cenied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it 1s a trﬁe and
ccrrect copy cf the original, and this request 1is

deemed deniled.

Reguest for Production No. 196: If you denied the preceding




request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant'’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be prcoduced, as well as or the grounds that it is
overly brecad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

2equest for Admission No. 197: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #197 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this reqguest is

deemed denied.
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Reguest for Production No. 197: If you denied the preceding

request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your

custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which 1s incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this regquest on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it 1is
cverly broad, unduly burcenscme and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all

substantially similar documents” 1s vague, overbroad

ancé undefined.

Request for Admissgion No. 198: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #198 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
dccument to admit or deny whether it 1s a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request 1is

deemed denied.
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Request for Production No. 1388: If you denied the preceding

request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
tc be produced, as well as on the grounds that it 1is
cverly broad, unduly burdenscme and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reguest for Admission No. 199: Admit that the document identified
cn Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
herein by reference) as B&R #1939 is a true and

[=1
PO S

incorporaced h
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and

correct copy of the original, and this request is

-
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deemed denied.

Reguest for Production No. 199: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for
Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reguest for Admission No. 200: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #200 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and

irnformation concerning the origin and identity of the
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document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.

Reguest for Production No. 200: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which 1is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reascnably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” 1is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 201: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #201 is a true and
correct copv of the original.
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RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.

Reguest for Production No. 201: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for
Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
o be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdenscme and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase "“all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

arnd undefined.

Reguest for Admission No. 202: Admit that the document identified
orr Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #202 is a true and
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correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Admitted.

Request for Production No. 202: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: Not applicable.

Request for Admission No. 203: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached heretc as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #203 1is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Admitted.

Request for Production No. 203: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: Not applicable.

Request for Admission No, 204: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #204 is a true and
correct copy of the original.
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RESPONSE: Admitted.

Production No. 204: If you denied the preceding

Peguest fcr
regquest for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your

custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: Not applicable.

Reguest for Admission No. 205: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #205 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. DPefendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request 1is

deemed denied.

Reguest for Production No. 205: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, passession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant‘s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that

it fails to identify with particularity the documents
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to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that Will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase "“all
substantially similar documents” 1is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 206: admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached heretoc as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #206 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it 1is a true andr
correct copy of the original, and this request is

ceemed denied.

Reguest for Production No. 206: If you denied the preceding
request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
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Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grbunds that it 1is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reguegt for Admission No. 207: Admit that the document identified
or. Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated hereiln by reference) as B&R #207 1s a true and
corracz copy of the original.

(O PEN A g G

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request is

deemed denied.

Request for Production No. 207: If you denied the preceding
reqguest for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your
custody, possession or control.
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RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reascnably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
this request on the grounds that the phrase “all
substantially similar documents” is vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reguest for Admission No. 208: Admit that the document identified
on Plaintiffs’ Exhibit List (attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference) as B&R #208 is a true and
correct copy of the original.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
document to admit or deny whether it is a true and
correct copy of the original, and this request 1is

deemed denied.

Reguest for Production No. 208: If you denied the preceding
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request for Admission, either in whole or in part, then produce
any and all substantially similar documents which are in your

custody, possession or control.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it fails to identify with particularity the documents
to be produced, as well as on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to evidence that will be admissible
at trial in this matter. Defendant further objects to
zhis request on the grounds that the phrase “all

substantially similar documents” 1s vague, overbroad

and undefined.

Reguegt for Admission No. 209: Admit that each and every
document listed on the attached Exhibit “A” satisfies the
authenticity requirements of TEX.R.CIV.EVID. 901.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
information concerning the origin and identity of the
documents to admit or deny whether they satisfy the
authenticity requirements of TEX.R.CIV.EVID. 901, and

this reguest is deemed denied.
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Request for Production No. 209: As to any documents listed on the

attached Exhibit “A”, the authenticity of which you are denying
in response to the foregoing Request, produce all documents which
support your denial, in whole or in part.

RESPONSE:

See Defendant’s response to Request for Admission No.
209, which 1s incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it 1is overly broad, unduly burdensome and not
reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of
evidence admissible at trial in this matter. Defendant
further objects that this Request fails to identify

with particularity the documents to be produced.

Reguest_ for Production No. 210: As to any documents listed on

the attached Exhibit “A”, the authenticity cf which you are
denying in response to the foregoing Request, produce any and all
versions of such document, the authenticity of which you are
willing to admit.

RESPONSE:

P N T

'S

See Defendant’s response to Request for Admission Neo.
29, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this reguest on the grounds that
it is overly broad, unduly burdensome and not
reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of
evidence admissible at trial in this matter. Defendant
further objects to this request on the grounds that it
fails to identify wiéh particularity the documents to
be produced. Defendant further objects to this request

on the grounds that the phrase “any and all versions of
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such documents” is overbroad, vague and undefined.

Reguest for Admission No. 210: Admit that each and every
document listed on the attached Exhibit “A” satisfies at least
one of the categories of authenticity provided for in
TEX.R.CIV.EVID. 902.

RESPONSE: Denied. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and
irnformation concerning the origin and identity of the
documents to admit or deny whether they satisfy the
authenticity requirements of TEX.R.CIV.EVID. 501, and

this request is deemed denied.

Request for Production No. 211: As to any documents listed on
the attached Exhibit “A”, the self-authenticating nature of which
you are denying in response to the foregocing Request, produce all
documents which support your denial, in whole or in part.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to Request for Admission No.

210, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it is overly broad, unduly burdensome and not
reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of
evidence admissible at trial in this matter. Defendant
further objects to this request on the grounds that it
fails to identify with particularity the documents to

be produced.
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Request for Production No. 212: As to any documents listed on
the attached Exhibit “A”, the self-authenticating nature of which
vew are denying in response to the foregoing Request, produce any
and all versions of such document, the authenticity of which you
are willing to admit.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to Reguest for Admission No.

210, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this reguest on the grounds that
it 1s overly broad, unduly burdensome and not
reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of
evidence admissible at trial in this matter. Defendant
further objects to this request on the grounds that it
fails to identify with particularity the documents to
be produced. Defendant further objects to this request
o —he grounds that the phrase “any and all versions of

such documents” is overbroad, vague and undefined.

Request for Admission No. 211: Admit that each and every
document listed on the attached Exhibit “A” is a true and correct
copy of a document that was made at or near the time by or from
information transmitted by a person with knowledge and kept in
the regularly conducted business activity of the defendant and
that it was the regular practice of the defendant to make such
document.

RESPONSE: Defendant objects to the compound nature of this
Request. By way of further response: Denied.

Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge and information

& RESPCONSES TC F_AINTIFFS' REQUEST FOR ADMISSIONS AND REQUEST FOR
FENDANTS - PAGE 213

NN




concerning the origin and identity of the documents to
admit or deny whether they are a true and correct copy

of the originals, and this reguest ié deemed denied.

Request for Producticn No. 213: As to any documents listed on
the attached Exhibit "“A”, which you claim is not a true and
correct copy of a document that was made at or near the time by
or from information transmitted by a person with knowledge and
kept in the regularly conducted business activity of the
defendant and that it was the regular practice of the defendant

such document, in response to the foregoing Request,
in whole or in

;zogigé all documents which support your denial,

parec.

RESPONSE: Defendant cobjects to the compound and confusing nature
of this Request. By way of further response, See
Defendant’s response to Request Zcr Admission No. 211,
which is incorporated herein in response. Defendant
objects to this request on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of evidence
admissible at trial in this matcer. Defendant further
cbjects to this regquest on the grcunds that it fails to

identify with particularity the documents to be

produced.

Reguest for Production No. 214: As to anv documents listed on
“re attached Exhibit “A”, which you claim is not a true and
correct copy of a document that was made at or near the time by
or from information transmitted by a person with knowledge and
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kept in the regularly conducted business activity of the

defendant and that it was the regular practice of the defendant

to make such document, in response tc the foregoing Request,
produce any and all versions of such document, which you are
willing to admit is a true and correct copy of a document that
was made at or near the time by or from information transmitted
by a person with knowledge and kept in the regularly conducted
business activity of the defendant and that it was the regular
practice of the defendant to make such document.

RESPONSE: Defendant objects to the compound and confusing nature
of this Request. By way of further response, See
Defendant’s response to Reguest for Admission No. 211,
which is incorporated herein in response. Defendant
objects to this request con the grounds that it 1is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and not reascnably
calculated to lead to the discoverv of evidence
admissible at trial in this matter. Defendant further
objects to this request on the grounds that it fails to
identify with particularity the documents to be
produced. Defendant further objects to this request on

the grounds that the phrase “any and all versions of

such documents” is overbrcad, vague and undefined.

Reguest for Admission No. 212: Admit that each and every
document listed on the attached Exhibit “A” 1s a true and correct

{03

copy of a document found among the business records of the
Defendant.

RESPONSE: Denied.
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Request for Production No. 215: As to any documents listed on
the attached Exhibit “A”, which you claim is not a true and
correct copy in response to the foregoing Request, produce all
documents which support your denial, in whole or in part.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which is incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it is overly broad, unduly burdensome and not
reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of
evidence admissible at trial in this matter. Defendant
further objects to this request on the grounds that it
fails to identify with particularity the documents to

be produced.

Reguest for Production No. 216: As to any documents listed on
the attached Exhibit “A”, which you claim is not a true and
correct copy 1in response to the foregoing Reguest, produce any
and all versions of such document which you admit is a true and
correct COLY.

RESPONSE: See Defendant’s response to the cited Request for

Admission, which 1s incorporated herein in response.
Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it is overly broad, unduly burdensome and not
geasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of
evidence admissible at trial in this matter. Defendant
further objects to this request on the grounds that it
fails to identify with particularity the documents to
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be produced. Defendant further objects to this request
on the grounds that the phrase “any and all versions of

such documents” is overbroad, vague and undefined.

Reqguest for Production No. 217: If you contend that any of the
documents described on the attached Exhibit “A” have in any
manner been edited, purged, culled, changed, altered or in any
other manner and/or made different from the way such records
existed when created, produce all documents supporting your
contention.

RESPONSE: Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it 1s overly broad, unduly burdensome and not
reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of
evidence admissible at trial in this matter. Defendant
further objects to this request cr the grounds that it
fails to identify with particularity the documents to
be produced. Defendant further objects to this request
on the grounds that the phrase “all documents” is both
overbroad and undefined. By way of further response,
See the deficiencies and additions apparent on the face

cof the document.

Reguest for Prcduction No. 218: As to anyv documents listed on
the attached Exhibit “A”, as to which you contend have in any
manner been edited, purged, culled, changed, altered or in any
other manner and/or made different from the way such records
existed when created, produce any and all versions of such
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cdocumenc that you contend has not been in any manner editea,
purged, culled, changed, altered or in any other manner and/or
made different from the way such record existed when created.
RESPONSE: Defendant objects to this request oﬁ the grounds that
it is overly broad, unduly burdensome and not
reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of
evidence admissible at trial in this matter. Defendant
further objects to this request on the grounds that it
fails to identify with particularity the documents to
be produced. Defendant further objects to this request

on the grounds that the phrase “any and all versions of

such documents” 1s overbrcad, vague and undefined.

Reguest for Production No. 219: Produce all documents listed on
the attached Exhibit “A” which are in your custody, possession or

control.

RESPONSE: Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that
it is overly broad and unduly burdensome in that
plaintiff’'s counsel is demanding copies of more than
200 documents that plaintiff already has in 1its
vossession, and most, 1f not all, of the documents have

notning to do with the issues in this case.
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