burdensome, compound, vague and ambiguous and calls for specula;ion.
~ Abex also objects to this interrogatory on the ground that it purports to shift the burden of
establishing product identification from plaintiffs to Abex.

Abex further objects to this interrogatory to the extexig it purports to seek information or
materials regarding time periods and products that are not at issug in these cases, on the grounds -
that such information or materials lack relgvance and are not reasonably calculated to lead to the
discovery of admissible evidence. Abex objects to this inteﬁogatory on the'grounds that the
information or materials it purports to seek lack relevance to the issues arising in these cases and
are not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.

Abex also objects to this interrogatory to the extent to which it purports to seek
information or materials regarding entities other than Abex.

| Abex'further objects to this interrégatory to the extent to. which it purports to seek
information or materials that have been gathered, received, or prepared in the course of litigation,
or which are otherwise subject to the attorney-client privilege, protected by the attorney work-
product doctrine, the rule protecting materials prepared in anticipation of and/or in connection
with litigation, or ahy other applicable érivilege.

Subject to and without waiving these objections, and to the best of current and reasonablyl
availabie information and belief, unknown. Abex has made a reasonable and good faith effort to
obtain thé requested information, to the extent that it is not equally available to plaintiffs, by
making a good faith search of locations wher_c documents containing this information, if it exists,
should be found, where appropriate, by inquiry to other natural Mns or organizations.

Abex’s lack of personal knowledge is due to the following: Abex discontinued the
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