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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I do hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the
above and foregoing has been served upon all interested counsel
of record on this the 79> day of e, ,
1995. ’
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RESPONSES ARE AS FOLLOWS:

o

Kelly-Moore Paint Company, Inc., [hereinafter referred to as
Kelly-Moore] -will to the best of its abilities gather non-
privileged documents into a document repository for inspection by
plaintiffs' counsel in response to the Request for Production
served in asbestos litigation. Kelly-Moore offers to make
available these documents at a mutually convenient time at its
offices at 987 Commercial Lane, San Carlos, California 94070.

General Objections:

Kelly-Moore objects to the manner in which the plaintiffs
have defined Kelly-Moore [referred to defendant, you, your, your
company] as meaning all "merged, consolidated, or acquired
predecessors, divisions, subsidiaries, foreign subsidiaries or
predecessors, and/or affiliates, including present and former
officers, directors, agents, employees, and all other persons
acting or purporting to act on behalf of the corporate defendant
or its predecessors, subsidiaries, and/or affiliates." Since
Kelly-Moore is the named defendant, this definition is overly
broad and would require Kelly-Moore to engage in unduly
burdensome research, divulge privileged information, and produce
privileged documents. Kelly-Moore responds to these requests on
behalf of itself.

Kelly-Moore further objects to these requests to the extent
that they seek information or documents protected from discovery
by the attorney-client privilege, the work product privilege, the
party communication rule, the joint defense privilege, the
witness statement privilege, and to the extent they seek trial
preparation or consulting expert materials or documents.

Finally, Kelly-Moore objects to these requests to the extent they
ask for identification of voluminous documents on the grounds
that they are overly broad, unduly burdensome, subject defendant
to unnecessary expense, are harassing, and not reasonably
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calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. As
set forth herein, Kelly-Moore will produce documents which are
the proper subjects of appropriate document requests. All
objections stated herein are asserted and adopted as to each of
the following responses to plaintiffs' requests for production if
so noted.

Defendant KELLY-MOORE PAINT COMPANY, INC. objects to these
interrogatories and document production request on the grounds
that they contain prefaces, instructions and definitions not
within the body of the interrogatory or document category.

GENERAL OBJECTIONS

The folléwing objections are raised as to each and every
request for production propounded in this set:

A. Defendant KELLY-MOORE objects on the grounds these
requests are overly broad as to time and scope, are burdensome,
and are not reasonably calculated to lead to discovery of
admissible evidence, as the requests seek information that covers
a time period of 60 years and request defendant to assimilate
documents and information that may or may not have been retained
over such a period of time.

B. Furthermore, defendant KELLY-MOORE does not waive any
objections it has now or may have in the future concerning these
Interrogatoriés. By answering this set of Interrogatories,
defendant KELLY-MOORE does not waive any of its rights or
remedies.

Without waiving said objections, defendant KELLY-MOORE PAINT
COMPANY, INC. hereby responds to plaintiffs' Requests for

Production as follows:



1. All correspondence, memoranda, sales, brochures,
photographs and any other written or recorded material or
documents of any kind directed to or received from manufacturers,
suppliers or distributors of asbestos-containing products that
are or have been in your possession.

RESPONSE: Defendant asserts the general objections previously
made and further objects that the Request for Production is
overly broad, vague, ambiguous, uncertain, not narrowly tailored
in time or scope, and is not reasonably calculated to lead to the
discovery of admissible evidence.

Subject to these objections, any documents which plaintiff can
establish which are relevant to this litigation will be made
available for inspection at a mutually convenient time at Kelly-
Moore's offices. Kelly-Moore Paint Company has in its possession
approximately 88 boxes of documents. These documents contain
different types of information, including sales journals,
invoices, asbestos shipments to PACO, invoices from Johns-
Manville, invoices from Union Carbide, invoices from E. S.
Browning Company, an asbestos distributor, and invoices from Cary
Canada. Additionally, we have documentation that pertains to
sales reps reports, tonnage reports, and related information.

Any party is welcome, on reasonable notice and at a mutually
convenient time, to review and inspect the documentation at the
Kelly-Moore Paint Company, located at 987 Commercial Street, San
Carlos, California.

2. All documents of any kind or character in Defendant's
possession and if available, a legible copy of the date stamp
indicating when such items were received by Defendant which
discuss, refer, allude to or relate in any way to the health
nggcts of exposure to asbestos received by Defendant before

RESPONSE: Defendant asserts the general objections previously
made and further objects on the grounds that is compound, overly
broad, vague, ambiguous, uncertain, not narrowly tailored in time
or scope, or reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of
admissible evidence. Furthermore, responding defendant objects
on the grounds that the documents sought by plaintiff, which may
have been produced by various governmental regulatory agencies,
are equally accessible to the plaintiff, and as such this
category is burdensome, oppressive, and harassing.

Subject to and without waiving the objections previously. made,
defendant states: See response to request no. 1.



3. All documents which instruct, recommend or suggest how
asbestos-containing products made, manufactured, assembled,
fabricated, sold or distributed by Defendant should be prepared,
applied, installed and/or maintained.

RESPONSE: Defendant asserts the general objections previously
made and furthHer objects to this category on the grounds that it
is compound, overly broad, vague, ambiguous, uncertain, not
narrowly tailored in time or scope, or reasonably calculated to
lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.

Subject to and without waiving the objections previously made,
defendant states that it has an exemplar of packaging for
products, containers, and documents describing its products at
1015 Commercial Street, San Carlos, California. Photos of the
packaging are attached as a response to request no. 6.

4. All documents or other materials including x-rays,
MRI's, Cat Scans, videotapes or other electronically or
technologically created representations, depictions,
picturizations, imaging or imagery which have been collected by
Defendant in the course of discovery and/or will be used by
Defendant at time of trial and/or will be relied upon by any of
Defendant's experts.

RESPONSE: Defendant asserts the general objections previously
made and would further object that the reguest for production is
overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, and is not
reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence.

Notwithstanding said objection, this responding defendant is
unaware of the identity of all of the plaintiffs in this
litigation. Likewise, this responding defendant is not aware of
the medical history of any and all plaintiff(s) in this action,
and it is therefore premature for this defendant to identify any
document or things, including x-rays, MRIs, CT-scans, or other
materials, which may be used at the time of trial.

5. All documents in Defendant's possession relating to
insurance or insurance coverage or proceeds that would or could
indemnify Defendant for any losses sustained as a result of the
cause of action brought by these Plaintiffs.

RESPONSE: Defendant asserts the general objections previously
made and would further object that the request is overly broad,
vague and ambiguous, and seeks documents which, if any exist, may
be protected by the attorney-client/work-product privilege.

Subject to these objections and without waiving the same, see
documents attached.



6. Any and all photographs of any asbestos-containing
products manufactured, sold or distributed by Defendant,
including such products that are packaged at the time the
photograph was taken and products that were not packaged at the
time the photograph was taken.

RESPONSE: Defendant asserts the general objections previously
made and would further object to this request on the grounds that
it is compound, unintelligible, vague, ambiguous, overly broad,
burdensome, oppressive, harassing, speculative, and seeks
documents which, if any exist, may be protected by the attorney-
client/work-product privilege.

Subject to and without waiving these obpjections, photos of the
packaging are attached.

7. A photograph or photocopy of any warning labels, if
any, that were provided or placed on any asbestos-containing
product or any packaging for any asbestos-containing product
manufactured, sold and/or distributed by Defendant.

RESPONSE: Subject to the general objections previously made, see
response to request no. 6.

8. Any and all documents reflecting profits made from the
sale, distribution or marketing of any products manufactured by
the Defendant that contained any amount of asbestos or asbestos
fibers.

RESPONSE: None.

9. Any documents relating to the design, preparation or
introduction into the market or stream of commerce of any
asbestos-containing products manufactured, sold or distributed by
the Defendant. These documents include, but are not limited to,
written memoranda, specifications, recommendations, blueprints
and other written materials of any kind or character.

RESPONSE: Defendant asserts the general obijections previously
made and would further object that the request is overly broad,
vague and ambigquous, not limited to time, scope or geographic
location, and is burdensome, oppressive and harassing, not
reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence, and it seeks information that is a protected property
right and/or confidential trade secret.



10. Any and all documents reflecting or relating to
testing, preparation for tests and/or the results of tests
conducted to determine potential health hazards resulting from
the use of materials including, but not limited to asbestos,
contained in asbestos-containing products before such products
were first manufactured, sold or distributed by the Defendant.
This Request specifically includes, but is not limited to, any
written memoranda, specifications, recommendations, blueprints or
other written materials of any kind or character related to the
testing of any of Defendant's asbestos-containing products prior
to their initial sale or distribution.

RESPONSE: Defendant asserts the general objections previously
made and further objects to this category on the grounds it is
compound, vague, ambiguous, overly broad, uncertain, not limited
to time, scope, geographic location, and is burdensome,
oppressive, and harassing. Furthermore, this responding
defendant objects to this request on the grounds that these
documents, if any exist, are protected by the attorney-
client/work-product privilege.

Subject to these objections and without waiving the same,
defendant states that no such document exist.

11. Any and all documents related in any way to testing of
Defendant's asbestos-containing products after the products had
first been released, sold, distributed or marketed. This Request
includes, but is not limited to, written memoranda,
specifications, recommendations, blueprints or other written
materials of any kind or character relating to the potential
health hazards of Defendant's asbestos-containing products or of
the asbestos contained in such products.

RESPONSE: Defendant asserts the general objections previously
made and would further object that the reguest is overly broad,
vague, and ambiguous in that it does not refer to a limited scope
of testing and, by not being proper limited, it is not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, and
it is not limited to time, scope, geographic location, and is
burdensome, oppressive, and harassing. Furthermore, this
responding defendant objects to this category on the grounds that
these documents, if any exist, are protected by the attorney-
client/work-product privilege.

Subject to these objections and without waiving the same,
defendant states that defendant does not know of the location or
existence of any responsive documents.



12. Any printed material, including brochures, pamphlets,
catalogues, packaging or other written material of any kind or
character containing any warnings concerning the possibility
of injury resulting from the use of asbestos-containing products
manufactured, sold and/or distributed by the Defendant.

RESPONSE: Defendant asserts the general objections previously
made and would further object on the grounds that the request is
compound, uncertain, vague, ambiguous, overly broad, not
reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence. This request is not narrowly tailored and is not
limited in time, scope or geographic location.

Subject to and without waiving to objections stated above,
responding defendant KELLY-MOORE PAINT COMPANY, INC. states that
it has an exemplar of packaging for products, containers, and
documents, describing its products at 101% Commercial Street, San
Carlos, California. See also response to request for production
no. 6 and attached response.

13. Any and all written agreements, or documents reflecting
or related to such agreements, for the distribution, marketing
and/or sale of Defendant's asbestos-containing products by an
entity other than Defendant or its subsidiaries, predecessors or
related companies.

RESPONSE: Defendant asserts the general objections previcusly
made and would further object to this category on the grounds
that it is compound, uncertain, vague, ambiguous, overly broad,
not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence.

Subject to and without waiving the objections previously stated,
defendant states that no documents exist.

14, Any documents, books, pamphlets, memoranda, articles or
written materials of any kind or character that would indicate
that asbestos fibers, when inhaled, can be hazardous to¢ the
health of human beings and that have been maintained in the
possession of Defendant.

RESPONSE: Defendant asserts the general objections previously
made and would object that the request is overly broad, vague,
ambiguous and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery
of admissible evidence, and unduly burdensome, especially to the
extent that it seeks written materials that is protected by the
attorney-client/work product/party communication privileges since
such materials may have been collected during the course of
asbestos litigation.

Subject to these objections and without waiving the same,
defendant states that it does not believe responsive documents,
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if any, exist in its possession. Kelly Moore would refer
plaintiffs to government and requlatory agencies which published
these types of materials in or around 1978, which are equally
accessible to the plaintiffs.

15. Any publications, minutes, circulars, magazines or
reports, published, written or disseminated by any trade
organization or association comprised of other manufacturers,
miners, marketers and/or sellers of products containing asbestos
to which Defendant belonged at any time within the last fifty
(50) years.

RESPONSE: Defendant asserts the general objections previously
made and would further object to this category on the grounds
that it is compound, uncertain, vague, ambiguous, overly broad,
not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence. Furthermore, this responding defendant objects to this
category on the grounds that the documents, if any exist, are
protected by.the attorney-client/work-product privilege.
Additionally, responding defendant objects on the grounds that
this category is speculative and seeks information which is
equally accessible to the plaintiff, if any such documents exist.

Subject to and without waiving the objections previously stated,
defendant states no responsive documents exist in Kelly Moore's

possession.

16. Any and all documents reflecting any agreements, or
stating any agreements to which Defendant was a party, to
purchase asbestos or products containing asbestos from any other
company or entity.

RESPONSE: Defendant asserts the general objections previously
made and would further object on the grounds that it is compound,
uncertain, vague, ambiguous, overly broad and not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.
Furthermore, this responding defendant objects to this category
on the grounds that the documents, if any exist, are protected by
the attorney-client/work-product privilege.

Subject to and without waiving the objections previously made,
defendant states that it does have invoices from Union Carbide,
Cary Canada, Johns-Manville, and E. S. Browning, their
distributor as noted in response to request for production no. 1.



17. Any printed sales materials prepared by Defendant or
any of its subsidiary or predecessor companies or other agents
for purposes of marketing, advertising and/or assisting sales of
any products containing asbestos that were manufactured, sold or
distributed by Defendant.

RESPONSE: Defendant asserts the general objections previously
made and would further object on the grounds that it is compound,
uncertain, vague, ambiguous, overly broad, not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and
speculative. Furthermore, this responding defendant objects to
this category on the grounds that the documents, if any exist,
are protected by the attorney-client/work-product privilege.

Subject to and without waiving the objections previously made,
non-privileged, responsive documents, if any, will be made
available to the plaintiff at a mutually convenient time at
Kelly-Moore's offices located at 1015 Commercial Street, San
Carlos, Caligornia.

18. Any and all written documentation relating to or
stating the results of any studies or surveys including
incorporating or stating the proposition that asbestos products
or products containing asbestos could be manufactured or designed
so as to eliminate potential health hazards to persons working
with or using them.

RESPONSE: Defendant asserts the general objections previously
made and would further object on the grounds that it is compound,
uncertain, vague, ambiguous, overly brocad, not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and
speculative. Furthermore, this responding defendant objects to
this category on the grounds that the documents, if any exist,
are protected by the attorney-client/work-product privilege.

Subject to and without waiving the general objections previously
made, defendant states that no responsive documents are known to
exist.

19. Any and all documents reflecting or stating a '"re-
branding" agreement between Defendant and any other company at
any time within the last fifty (50) vyears.

RESPONSE: Defendant asserts the general objections previously
made and further would object on the grounds that it is compound,
uncertain, vague, ambiguous, overly broad, not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, and
speculative. Furthermore, this responding defendant objects to
this category on the grounds that the documents, if any exist,
are protected by the attorney-client/ work-product privilege.
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Subject to and without waiving the objections previously made,
defendant states that no documents exist.

20. Any and all documents relating to workers' compensation
claims or workers' compensation lawsuits brought against
Defendant or any of its compensation carriers that allege that an
individual contracted a disease from inhaling asbestos fibers or
from inhaling unknown dust fibers.

RESPONSE: Defendant asserts the general objections previously
made and would further object on the grounds that it is compound,
uncertain, vague, ambiguous, overly broad, not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, and
violative of present or past employees right to privacy
guaranteed by Article I, Section I, of the California
Constitution. Furthermore, this responding defendant objects to
this category on the grounds that the documents, if any exist,
are protected by the attorney/client work product privilege.

Subject to and without waiving the objections previously stated,
defendant is not aware of the existence of responsive documents,

if any.

21. Any and all documents reflecting the minutes of
corporate meetings of any kind or nature, whether of boards of
directors, departments, or otherwise, which reflect or relate to
asbestos, asbestos health hazards or asbestos products.

RESPONSE: Defendant asserts the general objections previously
made and would further object on the grounds that it is compound,
uncertain, vague, ambiguous, overly broad, not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and
speculative. Furthermore, this responding defendant objects to
this category on the grounds that the documents, if any exist,
are protected by the attorney-client/work-product privilege.

Subject to and without waiving the objections previously stated,
defendant states that there are no responsive documents.

22. Any and all invoices, shipping documents, bills of
lading, purchase orders, or other documents of a similar nature
relating to the mining, manufacture, marketing, sale, use or
distribution of asbestos or asbestos-containing products.

RESPONSE: Defendant asserts the general objections previously
made and would further object on the grounds that it is.compound,
uncertain, vague, ambiguous, overly broad, not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and
speculative. These documents, if any exist, are protected by
California Civil Code section 3294. Furthermore, this responding
defendant objects to this category on the grounds that the
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documents, if any exist, are protected by the attorney/client
work product privilege.

Subject to and without waiving the objections previously stated,
defendant responds by making reference to response to request for
production no. 1.

23. Any and all documents reflecting the acquisition
through purchase, reorganization or merger of another company by
Defendant that manufactured, sold, processed, distributed or
supplied asbestos or products containing asbestos at any time
within the last forty (40) years.

RESPONSE: Deféendant asserts the general objections previously
made and would object that the request for production is not
relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of
admissible evidence.

Responding defendant further objects on the grounds that it is
compound, uncertain, vague, ambiguous, overly broad, not
reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence. Furthermore, this responding defendant objects to this
category on the grounds that the documents, if any exist, are
protected by the attorney-client/work-product privilege.

24. Any and all documents reflecting any studies, or the
results of any studies, designed to assist in minimizing or
eliminating the inhalation of asbestos dust and fibers by your
workers and/or those otherwise exposed to your company's
asbestos~containing products.

RESPONSE: Defendant asserts the general objections previously
made and would further object on the grounds that it is compound,
uncertain, vague, ambiguous, overly broad, not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and
speculative. Furthermore, this responding defendant objects to
this category on the grounds that the documents, if any exist,
are protected by the attorney-client/work-product privilege.

Subject to and without waiving the general objections previously
stated, defendant states that it is unaware of the existence of
responsive documents.

25. Any and all documents related in any way to the
threshold limit values or maximum allowable concentrations of
both asbestos dust and total dust provided by the American
Conference of Governmental Industrial Hygienists.

RESPONSE: Defendant asserts the general objections previously
stated and further objects on the basis that the request is
unduly burdensome and the reguested documents are egually
available to the plaintiffs by other means.
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Responding defendant objects to this category on the grounds that
it is compound, uncertain, vague, ambiguous, overly broad, not
reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence and speculative. Furthermore, this responding defendant
objects to this category on the grounds that the documents, if
any exist, are protected by the attorney-client/work-product
privilege. ’

Subject to these objections and without waiving the same,
defendant states that it has no responsive documents.

26. Any and all documents reflecting or related to any
tests, or the results of any tests, that Defendant ever made or
completed, or had made or completed on its behalf, or reviewed,
related to the quantity, quality or threshold limit values, of
aspbestos dust or particles to which workers were exposed while
using, working with or around, manufacturing or fabricating or
installing asbestos-containing products manufactured by
Defendant. -

RESPONSE: Defendant asserts the general objections previously
made and would further object on the grounds that it is compound,
uncertain, vague, ambiguous, overly broad, not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and
speculative. Furthermore, this responding defendant objects to
this category on the grounds that the documents, if any exist,
are protected by the attorney-client/work-product privilege.

Subject to the objections previously stated and without waiving
the same, defendant states that responding defendant conducted,
or caused to be conducted, tests and/or studies of ambient
asbestos dust created during the manufacture, processing and/or
assembling of asbestos-containing products at 987 Commercial
Street in San Carlos, California. The date(s) of such testing is
unknown. The location of any documents, which may or may not be
in existence, is unknown.

27. Any and all documents reflecting written guidelines or
instructions or otherwise indicating in any way the purpose,
nature and/or accomplishments of any research department
established by Defendant or any independent company that
contracted with Defendant to provide research services at any
time within the last fifty (50) years.

RESPONSE: Defendant asserts the general objections previously
stated and further objects that the request is overly broad,
vague, ambiguous, and unduly burdensome [especially to the extent
it is not limited to research involving asbestos containing
projects], and is not reasonably calculated to lead to the
discovery of admissible evidence.
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Further, responding defendant objects to this category on the
grounds that it is compound, uncertain, vague, amplguous, overly
broad, not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of
admissible. Furthermore, this responding defendant objects on
the grounds that the documents, if any exist, are protected by
the attorney-client/work-product privilege.

Subject to the objections previously stated and without waiving
the same, defendant states that it is not aware of documents
which may exist and are responsive.

28. Any and all documents reflecting written guidelines or
instructions or otherwise indicating in any way the purpose,
nature, advice and/or accomplishments of any medical department
established by Defendant or any independent company that
contracted with Defendant to provide medical services or advice
at any time within the last fifty (50) years.

RESPONSE: Defendant assets the general objections previously
stated and further objects on the grounds that it is compound,
uncertain, vague, ambiguous, overly broad, not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and is
speculative. Furthermore, this responding defendant objects to
this category on the grounds that the documents, if any exist,
are protected by the attorney-client/ work-product privilege.

Subject to and without waiving the general objections previously
stated, defendant states that no responsive documents exist.

29. Any and all documents reflecting or relating to the
recall of any asbestos-containing products from the market or
stream of commerce by Defendant or related to a decision by
Defendant to cease manufacturing, fabricating, selling and/or
distributing products containing asbestos.

RESPONSE: Defendant asserts the general objections previously
stated and further objects on the grounds that it is compound,
uncertain, vague, ambiguous, overly broad, not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and is
speculative. Furthermore, this responding defendant objects to
this category on the grounds that the documents, if any exist,
are protected by the attorney-client/ work-product privilege.

Subject to and without waiving the general objections previously
stated, defendant states that no responsive documents exist.
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30. Any and all documents reflecting the physical or
chemical composition, makeup or breakdown of any and all
asbestos-containing products or components of products
manufactured, sold and/or distributed by the Defendant.

RESPONSE: Defendant asserts the general objections previously
stated and further objects that the request invades a property
right and/or trade secret of the defendant.

Further, responding defendant objects to this category on the
grounds that it is compound, uncertain, vague, ambiguous, overly
broad, not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of
admissible evidence. Furthermore, this responding defendant
objects to this category on the grounds that the documents, if
any exist, are protected by the attorney/client work product
privilege.

Subject to and without waiving the above objections, defendant
states that it has limited responsive documents kept in storage
boxes and files in storage rooms at 987 Commercial Street in San
Carlos, California. Any party is welcome, on reasonable notice
and at a mutually convenient time, to review and inspect the
documentation at the above address.

3l. Any and all documents related to the disposition or
settlement of any claims for workers' compensation benefits
against Defendant or Defendant's workers' compensation carrier
that alleged an injury from inhalation of asbestos fibers or
exposure to asbestos-containing products or dust of an
unspecified origin.

RESPONSE: Defendant asserts the general objections previously
stated and further objects on the grounds that it is compound,
uncertain, vague, ambiguous, overly broad, not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.
Furthermore, this responding defendant objects to this category
on the grounds that the documents, if any exist, are protected by
the attorney/client work product privilege.

Subject to and without waiving the objections previously made,
Kelly-Moore states that no documents exist.

32. Any and all documents reflecting the receipt of raw
asbestos or the receipt of products containing asbestos by
Defendant, including but not limited to, the date or dates they
were received or shipped, the amounts received or shipped or
other information regarding shipment of raw asbestos or asbestos-
containing products to or by Defendant.

RESPONSE: Defendant asserts the general objections previously
stated gnd further objects that the request is unduly burdensome
and subjects the defendant to unnecessary expense. Defendant
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further objects on the grounds that it is compound, uncertain,
vague, ambiguous, overly broad, not reasonably calculated to lead
to the discovery of admissible evidence. Furthermore, this
responding defendant objects to this category on the grounds that
the documents, if any exist, are protected by the attorney/client
work product privilege.

Subject to and without waiving said objections, responding
defendant has limited documents kept in storage boxes and files
in storage rooms at 987 Commercial Street in San Carlos,
California, that may be responsive. Any party is welcome, on
reasonable notice and at a mutually convenient time to review and
inspect responsive documents at the above address.

33. Any and all documents related in any way to Defendant's
discovery, initial comprehension or first learning that asbestos
and exposure to asbestos fibers can cause asbestosis.

RESPONSE: Defendant asserts the objections previously stated and
further objects on the grounds that it is compound, uncertain,
vague, ambiguous, overly broad, not reasonably calculated to lead
to the discovery of admissible evidence and is speculative.
Furthermore, this responding defendant objects to this category
on the grounds that the documents, if any exist, are protected by
the attorney-client/ work-product privilege.

Subject to and without waiving the general objections previously
made, defendant states that no non-privileged documents exist.

34. Any and all documents related in any way to Defendant's
discovery, first learning or initial comprehension that asbestos
and exposure to asbestos fibers can cause pleural thickening.

RESPONSE: Defendant asserts the objections previously stated and
further objects on the grounds that it is compound, uncertain,
vague, ambiguous, overly broad, not reasonably calculated to lead
to the discovery of admissible evidence and is speculative.
Furthermore, this responding defendant objects to this category
on the grounds that the documents, if any exist, are protected by
the attorney-client/ work-product privilege.

Subject to and without waiving the general objections previously
made, defendant states that no non-privileged documents exist.

35. Any and all documents related in any way to Defendant's
discovery, first learning or initial comprehension that asbestos
and exposure to asbestos fibers can cause lung cancer.

RESPONSE: Defendant asserts the objections previously stated and
further objects on the grounds that it is compound, uncertain,
vague, ambiguous, overly broad, not reasonably calculated to lead
to the discovery of admissible evidence and is speculative.
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Furthermore, this responding defendant objects to this category
on the grounds that the documents, if any exist, are protected by
the attorney-client/ work-product privilege.

Subject to and without waiving the general objections prev%ously
made, defendant states that no non-privileged documents exist.

36. Any and all documents related in any way to Defendant's
discovery, first learning or initial comprehension that asbestos
and exposure to asbestos fibers can cause types of cancer other
than lung cancer.

RESPONSE: Defendant asserts the objections previously stated and
further objects on the grounds that it is compound, uncertain,
vague, ambiguous, overly broad, not reasonably calculated to lead
to the discovery of admissible evidence and is speculative.
Furthermore, this responding defendant objects to this category
on the grounds that the documents, if any exist, are protected by
the attorney-client/ work-product privilege.

Subject to and without waiving the general objections previously
made, defendant states that no non-privileged documents exist.

37. Any and all documents related in any way to Defendant's
discovery, first learning or comprehension that asbestos and
exposure to asbestos fibers can cause mesothelioma.

RESPONSE: Defendant asserts the objections previously stated and
further objects on the grounds that it is compound, uncertain,
vague, ambiguous, overly broad, not reasonably calculated to lead
to the discovery of admissible evidence and is speculative.
Furthermore, this responding defendant objects to this category
on the grounds that the documents, if any exist, are protected by
the attorney-client/ work-product privilege.

Subject to and without waiving the general objections previously
made, defendant states that no non-privileged documents exist.

38. Any and all documents reflecting or related to
Defendant's policies concerning employee safety and the avoidance
of accidents, including, but not limited to, safety brochures,
guidelines, bulletins, publications, safety meeting minutes
and/or safety guidelines.

RESPONSE: Defendant asserts the objections previously stated and
further objects on the grounds that it is compound, uncertain,
vague, ambiguous, overly broad, not reasonably calculated to lead
to the discovery of admissible evidence and is speculative.
Furthermore, this responding defendant objects to this category
on the grounds that the documents, if any exist, are protected by
the attorney-client/ work-product privilege.
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Subject to and without waiving the general objections previously
made, defendant states that no non-privileged documents exist.

39. Any documents related to work accidents sustained by
any of Defendant's employees involving the inhalation of fumes,
gases or dusts and safety guidelines related to such inhalation
including, but not limited to, all accident reports or other
written materials related in any way to injuries resulting from
such inhalations.

RESPONSES: Defendant asserts the general objections previously
made and further asserts that the request is overly broad, unduly
burdensome, and is not reasonably calculated to lead to the
discovery of admissible evidence.

Furthermore, this responding defendant objects on the grounds
that the documents, if any exist, are protected by the attorney-
client/work-product privilege.

Subject to and without waiving the above objections, defendant
states that no responsive documents exist.

40. Any documents reflecting or related to Defendant's
right to contractual indemnity or indemnification from any
person, corporation or business entity for any damages or
potential damages, sustained or that could be sustained, or
lawsuits that might or could be filed as the result of
Defendant's manufacture, sale and distribution of any products
containing asbestos.

RESPONSE: Defendant asserts the general objections previously
made and would further object on the grounds that it is compound,
uncertain, vague, ambiguous, overly broad, not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.
Furthermore, this responding defendant objects to this category
on the grounds- that the documents, if any exist, are protected by
the attorney-client/work-product privilege.

Subject to and without waiving the general objections previously
made, defendant makes reference to response to request for
production no. 5.

41. Any chart of an organizational nature demonstrating
Defendant's relationship with its subsidiaries (both foreign and
domestic), predecessors and any other related companies or
entities from 1930 the present. .

RESPONSE: Defendant asserts the general objection previously
made and would further object on the grounds that it is compound,
uncertain, vague, ambiguous, overly broad, not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.
Furthermore, this responding defendant objects to this category

_18..



on the grounds that the documents, if any exist, are protected by
the attorney-client/work-product privilege.

Subject to and without waiving the general objections previously
made, defendant states that no documents exist which satisfy the

request.
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IN RE: ALL ASBESTOS-RELATED
PERSONAL INJURY OR
DEATH CASES FILED BY
BARON & BUDD, P.C. OR
TO BE FILED BY BARON
& BUDD, P.C. IN DALLAS
COUNTY, TEXAS

IN THE DISTRICT COURTS
DALLAS COUNTY, TEXAS

191ST JUDICIAL DISTRICT
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KELLY MOORE PAINT COMPANY'S RESPONSES TO
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ATTACHMENT FOR REQUEST
FOR_PRODUCTION NO. 5




Insurer
11736 « 11487
Turieh Ynmitunce Company®

1113 = 11738
Turileh tomironce Company®

1I4758 - 1/119Y
tutich Insucrance Company®

L1739 « 1/1/00
Turteh Inmrvance Company®

e « NI
Zutich Ynsutnnce Company®

v - 1Y
Tutieh tnsuranca Company®

11162 - \JY78)
Zurich Insurence Company®

VAVIS IR VA VL Y]
Tutich losurance Company

/1164 = 11183
Turich Inaurance Company

*Policy unavailable st present time. A

KRLLY <HOOWY PAINT COMPANY, INC,

Yol loy Numbup!®

31-25-171
R8-32-084
80-30-34h
80-33-230
81-01-368
$1-33-990
2120621

8424080

RL.27-218

copy has been vequested from the cacrier,

ssVe'balieve there {» an unbrella policy
tor thie yaat, but va hava been unable .

to locste {t at present,

Rumaury of Liubitiry vo\iu\vﬂ

January 1, 1938 « Ootober 1, 1984 .

L!ubA?%gg gzvoruuo
Awto b Tien, Liahility
Auto & Uen, Liabiifty
Auto b Gen, Liabliley

Nito & G, Liability
Auto & Cun. Llabillty
Auto & Cun, \iabilifty
Auto b Oen, Liabllity

futo & Tan, Lisbiliry

Auto & Gen, Lisblllty

“'lllw Lol 8

Amount of Covaraga

Unverif ted
Unvorifivd .
Unverifind
Vinverif ied
Unver it ied

tnverif ied

-Unverilivd .

B4, 300,000/1,000,000
P01, Auto 30,000
P, Dther 30,000/100,000

K.l, 25,000/100,00004
P.0e Auto 30,000
P00, Othee 30,000

Romarks



KELLY-MOORE PAINT COMPAMY, INC.

Summary of Linhitity Policies
January 1, 1956 - October 1, 1984

insurer

11765 = 11168

fautrancye tompany of North America#

1266 - 11167
inrurance Company

of

Notrth Amerlco %

Polivy Number

HLP 08-94-90

MLP 10-47-38

Typee of
Liabitity Coverape

Auto & Gen. Liahbilicy

Auto & Cen, Liahility

Amount ol Coverags

Unverified

Avmnrks

Aasume b tn for S0, 000/100,000 ~ SO0

50,000/100,000 - 50,000

insurance Company of Horth America XBC 5650 Umbrelln 1,000,000 '

171767 -~ 1/1/68

Insurance Company of Rorth America CAL J-13-56 Auto & Cen, Liahitity S, HN0/100,000 - 50,000

Innutnnce Company of North America XBC 5650 timhrella 1,000,000

171768 ~ 1/1/59

Insurance Company of Horth America GAL &-8%-71 Auto & Cen. Liabillty $0,000/100,000 - 50,000

Ingurance Company of Notth Americo XBC 5650 Umbrella 1,000,000

11489 - 17110 '

Insuranre Compnny of North America CAL &-8%-71 Auto & Gen. Lishililey 100,000/300,000 ~ 50,000

Insuronce Cumpeny of Notth Anerics XBC 22366 Umhrella 1,000,000

i - 1/is/t .

llartford Insutonce Company $SC INAR92S Auto & Gen, Liability 100,000/300,000 ~ 50,000 Cancelled 1/18/71

Hartford 1nsurance Company $5C 30892% Umbrella 1,000,000 According to note in file to be added

to primary policy by audit -

2 11

12/1/70 - 1/15/71 cancetled 12/1/

Ameticad Home BE 2h7-42-74 Umbrella 1,000,000 Cancelled 1/15/71

/s - 1/18/12 :

I.S. Fire Insurance Company A 28 30 99 Auto & Ten. Liabllity 500,000 1,000 deductibleon producta

North River Insurance Company 0CL 917542 Umbrella 5,000,000

1/18/722 ~ 1/15/13 _

U.S. Flce Ingurance Company GA 62 0V 87 Auto & Oen, Liability 500,000 - 100,000 1,000 deductible on products

¥orth Rivee Insurance Company DClL 917542 Umbrells 5,000,000

10,000,000 1/26/72

‘Pollcy‘unavlllnble at present time, A

copy has been requested from the carrfer. Page 2 0f 5



Insurer

1715773 - /14714
Llberty Mutusl [(naucence

Company

Horth River Insurance Company

L/1774 - S/1/74

Liberty Hutual Insurance
Liberty Hutual insurance
Liberty Mutuval Insurance

S/ - §2117S

Liberty Hutual Insurance
Liherty Hutual Insurance
Liberty Mutusl inautence

311715 - S/1/7%

Liberty Mutual Insutrance
Liberty Mutual tnsutsnce
Liberty Mutual Insurance
Liberty Mutual Insursnce

s/ - s/

Liberty Mutual Inasurance
Libecty Hutual Insurance
Liherty Hutual Inaurance
Liberty Mutual Insurance

SIVI1Y - 571/78
Liberty Hutuaml Inseurance
Liberty Mutual Insurance

Company
Company
Company

Company
Company
Company

Company
Company
Company
Company

Conpany
Company
Company
Company

Company
Company

KELLY-HOORE PAINT COUPANY,

I'olicy Number

LGL-168-015355-043
NCL 917541
AF1-161-015355-087

1.G1-161-015355-044
AR)-161-015355-024
LE1-161-015155-054

LC1-161-015355-094
LEI-161-015355-084
LE1-161-0153%5-104

LC1-161-015355-099
LC1-161-015355-0RS
LG1-161-015355-105
LO1-162-015355-115

1G1-161-015355-096
LGI-161-015355-086
LOL-1A1-015355-116
LE1-161-015355-106

LCY-161-015155-0497
LC1=-161-015355-082

INC,

Summury of LinbllHy Pollcles
Japuary 1, 1956 - October i, 1984

Type of

Linbility Coverage

ticneral L{abfil{ey
Umbrelila
Auto

Cenceral Llabfilfty
Auto
timhcelln

General Liability
Auto
Unbrella

General Lisbility
Auto

Unbrella

OoLsT

tieneral Liabfliey
Auto

0LaT

Umbrella

General Lisbil ity
Auto

Tare 3 of S

Amount of Covoerage

500,000 - too,000
10,000, 000
500,000 - 100,000

500,000 - 250,000
500,000 - 250,000
10,000,000

*
500,000 ~ 250,000
500,000 - 250,000
14,000, 000

500,000 - 250,000
500,000 ~ 250,000
10,000,000

500,000 ~ 250,000

500,000 - 250,000
500,000 - 250,000
500,000 ~ 250,000
10,000, 000

Remarks

8/t/13
250,000

8/1/73 Reptaced hy l.lherty Hutual 1/1/74
250,000

1,000 deductible on Producte~Completed
Opcrat lons
5,000 dednet lhle per hatch, annuol

No reference to deductible for Producta



Insurer

s/1717 ~ 5/1/18 .
Liberty Mutual Insurance Company
Liberty Mutual Insursnce Company
Fedcral Insurance

First State

5/1778 - 5/1/71%

Truck lnsurance FExchange

Liberty Mutual Insurance Company
U.S, Fire Insurance Company
Federal Insutrance

finc Top Inautance Company
Interatate Firea § Casuvalty

First State

511119 ~ 571780
Tcuck Insursnce Exchange
Mission lnsurance Company

$/1/80 ~ s5/1/81

Truck Insurance Exchange
Continental Insurance
Continental Casuslry
Anerican Excess lnsurance

" 5/1/81 - 10/1/82

Truck [nsurance Exchange
Continental Insurance Company
Continental Casualty

10/1/82 ~ 10/1/83

Truck lnsurance Exchange
Continental Insurance Company
Continental Casualty

/s 3
atrth Pt b L.

KELLY-MOORE PAINT COMPANY, INC.

Policy Number

LO1~161-015355-117
LE1-161-015355-107
7922 0443

925027

5120 00 19
LE1-161-015355-108
522-000169-2

7922 7956

UP 50 10 29

155-U 027331
926755

5120 00 19
M 849015

5120 00 19

SRU 215 56 23
RDX 178 76 08 <
EUL $07 3250

5120 00 19
SRU 215 56 65
ROX 177 67 13

RO503 00 21
SRY 215 56 23
RDX 177 68 S}

Type of
Liability Coverage

OL&T
Unbrella
Excess
Excess

Auto & Gen Liabilfity
Unbrells

Excess

Exceass

Unbrella

Excess

Exceas

Auto & Gen Liabflity
Unbrella

Auto § GCen Liability
Unbrella

Excess

Excens

Auto & Gen Liability
Unbrells
Excess

Auto & Gen Llability
Umbrella
Exceas

Page 4 of §

Summery of Liability Policles
January 1, 1956 - October 1, 1984

Amount of Coverage

500,000 ~ 250,000

10,000,000

femarks

No rrference to deductible for Products

5,000,000 -~Effective 6/24/77 to 5/1/78
5,000,000 -Effective 6/24/77 to 5/1/18

1,000,000 §.L.
10,000,000
5,000,000
5,000,000

{ 10,000,000

3 5,000,000

3~5,000,000

1,000,000
20,000,000

1,000,000

20,000,000
20,000,000
10,000,000

1,000,000
20,000,000
10,000,000

1,000,000
20,000,000
30,000,000

10,000 deductible per occutrenc
150,000 snnual aggregate
Cancelled 5/22!7:?

Cancelled $/23/78
Cancelled 5/23/1

Effective
Effective
Effective

5/23/1% - expiring 5/1/79
6/5/18 ~ expiring 5/1/79
6/5/18 - expiring $/1/19

Same deductible

Ssme deductible

Same deductible

25,000 deductible
150,000 annual aggregatse

A /.44 3



KELLY-MOORE PAINT COMPANY, INC.

Summary of Liability Policies
Janvary 1, 1956 - October 1, 1984 -

,(”

Insurer policy Number
10/1/83 - 10/1/84
The Home Insurance Company GL 1438601
BA 2959979
GA 1186361
Centaur Insurance Company cut 10 03 20

Continental Casualty Company s#et y////ﬂ RDY_062.135-809

/5y~ /P ¥

I NR XcPrs5g 102
;:fdnt/t‘f/*f T JQ,,,,,,'/ TEL oco¥lidcC
L_raus, f-‘ Cos Uony Scv 950708
‘M‘coﬂr:t/ T»s, Co. AL 2002%D
Feremas's fFoacd XLX 1vy >3 43

Type of
Lieblllty Coverage Amount of Coverage

General Liability )

»uto Liability )
Auto Liability -Texas] §00,000
Unbrella 20,000,000
Encoss- 304,000,000
FxcesS
Excess "w)dao, 200
Elcess )
Xecmsa
Facess "/o/dad,z/va

Page 5 of §

Remarks

25,000 deductible
150,000 annual aggregate

£y c/vn/gs elbest os.



IN RE:

ALL ASBESTOS-RELATED
PERSONAL INJURY OR
DEATH CASES FILED BY
BARON & BUDD, P.C. OR
TO BE FILED BY BARON

& BUDD, P.C. IN DALLAS
COUNTY, TEXAS

IN THE DISTRICT COURTS
DALLAS COUNTY, TEXAS

181ST JUDICIAL DISTRICT

* % % % A F

KELLY MOORE PAINT COMPANY'S RESPONSES TO
REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION OF PLAINTIFFS

ATTACHMENT FOR REQUEST
FOR PRODUCTION NO. 6




IN RE: ALL ASBESTOS-RELATED
PERSONAL INJURY OR
DEATH CASES FILED BY
BARON & BUDD, P.C. OR
TO BE FILED BY BARON
& BUDD, P.C. IN DALLAS
COUNTY, TEXAS

IN THE DISTRICT COURTS
DALLAS COUNTY, TEXAS

191ST JUDICIAL DISTRICT

* % £ 3 A % *

KELLY MOORE PAINT COMPANY'S RESPONSES TO
REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION OF PLAINTIFFS

ATTACHMENT FOR REQUEST
FOR PRODUCTION NO. 12
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