> A ) w1 D NU. 7l [P UK

SENT EY:BOSTON _1.8-24-91 @ 4:59F¥ INUTTER, McOENNENF | S~ DANBLRY CT:# 3/ 5

w

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURYT
DISTRICT OF MAGSACNUSETTS

CIVIL ACTION‘N?. 89-;0201-2

ALICE L. WARRER,

ADMIRISTRATRIX OF THE EATATE

QF JOEN E. WARREN, ODECEASED,
Plaintice

V8.

THEE DOW CHEMICAL COMPANY,
TRE D.P. QOORRICH CONPANY,
UNION CARDIDE COMPANY and
CORTINENTAL OIL COMPANY,

Nt Rt 8 St B S gt N Nl g it st

Defendants
ELAINTIR? INUE iy 4 T _|CONFIRENCH
The plaintiff, by her attorneys, hereby u;:L- to contlnue the

a.m., for & period of thirty days. 1In support |[off her motion, the

settlement conference, now schsduled for lcptt-b-:JW7. 19381 at 11:00
plaintiff astates as follous:
1. A smettlemeni conference is currently scho*ulod for Septam-
ber 27, 1991 at 11:00 a.m.
2, At the last conference held on June 18, (1991, one of the
.issues raised was the voluntary dismiesal by the |plaintléf of defen-

dants, Conoco and Union Carbide, In an effort td desolve the under-

lying issues regarding the potential liability ¢f| Conoco and Unlon

Caxrbide and reach an agreemant with counsel regarding thelr dismie-
sal, plaintiff noted the deposition of R.H. Burpeft, a former Mon-
santo employee, now retired. According te plalntiff's sources, Nr.
Buenett is the person whc would be most knoWledgeabls regarding
Monsanto's acquicitibn of vinyl ghloride from othef companies during . -
the relevant time period. Plaintiff noted Mr. Bujnett's deposition
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for fGeptember 24, 1991 in 8¢,

Burnett's testimony prior to the acheduled sltl

Plaintiff's attorneys learned on Septeabar 18, 19

will be in Virginia uatil approximately Ootober [1

not he avallable for a deposition untii the lattaer

3.
oounterdemand quantifying her damages., To data,
had any response frem the dJefendantas,
Dow Chemical cCompany,

indicated that her clients wvould not be

Burger, who represents

Conowo,
the counterdemand untii the issus of the disal
tnion Carbide was resclved. The plaintiff will
solve this issue until the daposition of Nr, B
In the event that Mr. Burnett’s testimony does ng

or Union Carbide, plaintiff will agree to eanter

diamigsing its olaims agalnat these two defendants

as defendants' counsel has proposed.

4, Given the current status Of this ocase,

not rfeel that it would be productive to go forwas
ment conference -as scheduled.
requests that the couference be continued for a

days to allow the plaintiff to take Mr. Burnett

theredy remove what has hacone a substantial imped

ful settlement discussions.

louls in an effp

in late

It is for this ream

to obtain kr.

at conference.
lithat Mz.
1991, and will
1f of Octaober.

1

Burnett

In July, plaintiff furnished the defendajtd with a detailed

aintif?f has not

ngust,
on Carbide

Attorney
and
bie to reapond te
and

to r--'

of Concoo
bs able
Fngtt is obtained.
t (implicate Conoco
into a stipulation
ichout prejudice

the plaintiff does
d with the settle-
that plaintiff
riod of thirty
'y deposition and
ent to meaning-
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5. Joseph Rendini, Esqg., attornsy for n.%l poodrioh Company,
-

bas indicated that he will assent to the allowano g thie Motien.
THE PLAINTIFF
ALICE L. WARREN, IRISTRATRID OF
TER RBTATE OP J . WARREN,

DECEAEED

& Barryinr.c.

1500 Main Streed 4 Suite 1400

Springfield, Mageschusetts 01115
(413) 733=2301
BBO NO. 500800

ASS 10
B.¥F., GQUODRICE COMPANY

8,
- Morzieon, Ha?oncy and Miller
- ~ 250 Bummer Street
Boston, MA 02210
{617) 439-7500
BBEO NO. 20892¢

_CGRTIFICATE OF SERVICE
| hereby certfy that on this day & true
the sbove documant wes servad U

a aitorney of recard for eech s
i nunu42,4522255;§:;§;E£Ei:;52
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