(2)  The number and date of each patent or patent application for each product;

(h)  If the product continued to be produced after the deletion of asbestos, all reasons
why the asbestos was deleted, the identity of the person(s) who made the decision
to delete the asbestos, and the date the product was first produced without the
asbestos;

@) If the product is no longer produced, all reasons it was discontinued, the identity
of the person(s) who made the decision to discontinue the product, the brand name

of the replacement product, and the date the replacement product first went into
production; and 5

)] The reasons why asbestos was used as an ingredient in each such product.

SECOND AMENDED ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 37:

Abex objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that it is overly broad, unduly
burdensome, compound, vague and ambiguous and calls for speculation.

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 extent it purports to seek information or
materials regarding time periods and products that are not at issue in these cases, on the grounds
that such information or materials lack relevance and are not reasonably calculated to lead to the
discovery of admissible evidence. Abex objects to tﬁis interrogatory on the grounds that the
information or materials it purports to seek othgrwise lack relevance to the issues arising in these
case§ ‘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'séek
information or materials that have been gathered, received, or prepared in the course of litigation,

“or which are otherwise subject to the attorney-client privi!ége, protected by the attémey work-

product doctrine, the rule protecting materials prepared in anticipation of and/or in connection
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