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CERTTFICATE OF SERVICE

I centify that a wrue and correct copy of Defendunt Union Carbide Corporation d/b/a Union
Carbide Chemicals and Plustics, Inc.'s Responses to Pluintiffs’ First Set of Interrogatories, First
Request for Production of Documents, and First Request for Admissions was forwarded via
lacsimile and via certified mail, return receipt requested to Plaintiff’s counsel on the day
of August, 2000, and that all ofher counsel of rccord were forwarded a copy of the cover letter
only via regular mail on the day of August, 2000.

o Chss H s
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GENERAL OBIECTIONS

Unian Carbide objects to the entire sct of Plaintiffs’ Interrogatories, Requests for
Production and Requests for Admissions on the following grounds. which are hereby
incorporated by reference in Union Carbide’s responses to individual Interrogalories, Requests
for Production and Requesis for Admissions below:

GENERAL OBJECTION NO. |:

Union Carbide states that trial preparation and factual investigation are ongoing. Union
Carbide's answers to these Interrogatorics, Request for Production and Request for Admissions
are based on information known to Union Carbide at this time. Union Carbide reserves the right,
however Lo make reference at the trial or at any heuaring in this action lo facts and documents not
identified in these responses, the existence or relevance of which is later discovered by it or its
counsel. By this reservation, Union Carbide does not in any way assume a continuing
responsibility to update its tesponses to these Interrogatories, Request for Production and
Request for Admissions, and specifically objects to cach of these Interrogatorics, Request for
Production and Regquest for Admissions 1o the extent that they seek to impose any such
continuing obligation upon Union Carbide.

G . OBIECTIO 0. 2:
Union Carbide objects to plaintiffs’ Interrogutories, Request for Production and Request

for Admissions in their entirety on the grounds that they are not reasonably framed in terms of
the facts and subject matier of the present action, with the result that Union Curbide is called
upon to speculute as to what information relevant to the present case, if any, may be deemed to
fall within the scope of the Interrogatories, Request for Production and Request for Admissions

as phrased.
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GENERAL OBJECTION NO. 3;

Union Carbide also objects 10 all Intervogatories, Reguest for Production and Request for
Admissions insofar as they would require the disclosure of information protected by the attorney-
client privilege or work product doctiines.

GENERAL OBJECTION NO. 4:

Unjon Carbide objects to providing information about any asbestos-containing products
which it has manufactured, sold or distributed, on the grounds that the asbestos fiber in those
products wus encapsulaled by or embedded in other material and on the grounds that the plainuifl
has made no allegation of exposure to those products. According to Union Carbide's best
presently availuble information, these products consist of the following: a tree sprout inhibitor
used primarily to inhibit growth on telephone poles; a phenolic molding compound used in
electronic paits and products such as switches and radios; a thermoplastic molding material used
primarily in camera cases; Prestone vadiator products;, acetylene cylinder liners; a scarfer
machine; a heat exchanger; and, possibly, certain polycthylene and polystyrene or other products
sold in very limited quantities or on an cxperimental basis. Union Carbide no longer
manufactures any of the above products. Union Carbide acquired its Coalinga mine site in 1958.
From 1960-1963, as Union Carbide developed its mining and milling operation, Union Carbide
provided fiber samples to potential customers. From 1963 until Tune 30, 1985, Union Carbide
mined and sold short fiber chrysotile asbestos initially as "Union Carbide Asbestos" and then
under the trude name Calidria (some distributors marketed Calidria under other trade names).
All responses 1o these Interrogatories, Request for Production and Request for Admissions refer

to Culidria asbestos only.

GENERAL OBJECTION NO. 5:

Union Carbide objects to this entire set of Interrogatories, Request for Production and
Request for Admissions 1o the extent that they call for information about Union Carbide
employees or premises, or policies perteining to Union Carhide employees or premises other than
Union Carbide's Texas City, TX location. Tnasmuch as the plaintiffs do not allege that they or
their decedents werc ever employed by Union Carbide or worked at any job site controlled by
Union Carbide other than the Texas City, TX location, such information is irrelevant and
immalerinl to matters at issue in this case. Any perlinent information which the employee or
premises information about other locations can be said to reflect can be requested directly
without requesting the irrefevant and immaterial information or documentation about employees

or premises.
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PRELIMINARY STATEMENT

These responses ure based on facts known to or believed hy Union Carbide Corporation
d/b/4 Union Carbide Chemicals and Plastics, Inc., at the time of answer. Because much of the
information is sought from many ycars ago and is therefore difficult or impossible to reconstruct
or refrieve, we teserve the right to amend these responses as, and if, new or better information
becomes available or il any error is discovered. These responses are from Union Carbide
Corporation d/b/a Union Carbide Chemicals and Plastics, Inc.’s records and knowledge and not
those of any (ormer subsidiary or affiliates, predecessors. This statement is incorporated by
reference in cach of the following responses.

DEFENDANT’S RESPONSE TO PLAINTIFF'S INTERROGATORIES,
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION, AND REQUEST [FOR ADMISSION

INTERROGATORY NO. 1:

For euach person who has supplicd any infarmation used in unswering these
*interrogatories, stute the name, address, job title, Jength of time employed by Defendant, and a

year-by-year list of all other positions, titles, or jobs held when working for Defendant.

RESPONSE: Objection. It is impossible for Union Carbide Corporation d/b/a Union Carbide
Chemiculs and Plastics, Inc., 1o answer this interrogatory. Union Carbide Corporation d/b/a
Union Carbide Chemicals and Plastics, Tnc., has been involved in asbestos litigation for many
years. During the course of said litigation, its fegal representatives have reviewed voluminous
records of itsell and others, have conferred with many current and former employees and have
conferved with legal representarives of others. It has become impossible to distinguish sources of
information in an accurate and meaningful way.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. |:

Admit that Defendant ordered, purchased or otherwisc acquired asbestos-containing
products, asbestos-containing friction products, and/or machinery requiring the use of asbestos or

asbestos-containing products,
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RESPONSE: See Union General Objcction #5. Subject 1o its objections, Union Carbide
responds as follows: Admitted. At times during the operation of Union Curbide facilities, Union
Carhide ucquired products which contained asbestos in accordance with state-of-the-art safety
and aperation practices for industrial facilities. Union Carbide denies that it necessarily acquired
all of the types of products set forth in this Request.

RE ST FO ODUCTION NO. 1;

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all documents supporting

your denial.

RESPONSE: Not upplicable. Sce General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully
rewritten.  Objection to the exlent the request seeks information protected by the (n)
altorney-client privilege, (b) the artormney work product doctrine, (c) uny applicable privilege
relating to communications between counsel for defendant and counscl for other defendants in
this or other cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to
communication's between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding
the defense of this claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade
secrets, proprietary information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f)
the expert wilness exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party
communications exemption, (i) the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the
extent the request seeks information not feasibly calculated to lead 1o the discovery of admissible
evidence. Objection 1o the exient the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly
burdensome, unnecessarily expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject lo the [loregoing
objections and without waiving same, Defendant will supplement.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 2.

Admit that asbestos-containing products, asbestos-containing friction products, and/or
machinery requiring the use of asbestos or asbeslos-contsining products were utilized on

Defendunt's Premises during the years at issue.

RESPONSE: See Union General Objection #5. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide
responds as follows: Admitted. At times during the operation of Union Carbide facilities, UCC
acquired products which contained asbestos in accordance with staie-of-the-art safety and
operation practices tor industrial facilitics. -Union Carbide denies that it necessarily acquired all
of the types of products set forth in this Request.
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INTERROGATORY NO. 2:

If you admit the forcgoing request, please list all asbestos-containing products used at
Deflendant's Premises and for euch product state the following:

What these products were used for

From whom these products were purchased

Where these products were installed

Specific persons or contractors who install these products

The first year each product was no longer purchased and installed on Defendants Premises

AL = N o B = i~

ANSWER: See General Objections and Preliminary Statement, which are incorporated herein as
if fully rewritien. Objection. This interrogatory is overly broad, unduly burdensome, harassing
und annoying given the parameiers and subject matter of this case.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 2:

Producc all ordering and sales documents pertaining to the purchase or acquisition of
such asbestos-containing products for use at Defendant's Premises, including but not limited to
invoices, price guotations, purchase orders, requisitions, bills of lading, and other purchasing
and/or shipping documents of the similar nature.

RESPONSE: See General Objections and Preliminary Statement, which are incorporated herein
as if fully rewritten. Objection to the extent the request seeks information pratected by the (a)
attorney-client privilege, (b) the attommey work product doctrine, (¢) any applicable privilege
relating to communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in
this or other cuses regurding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to
communication's between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding
the defense of this claim or cluims of this type, (¢) any privilege relating to confidential trade
secrets, proprietary information or confidential communications with any government agency, ()
thc expert witness exemption, (g) the wilness statements exemption, (h) the party
communications exemption, (i) the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the
extent the request seeks information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence. Objection to the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly
burdensome, unnecessarily expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing
objections and without waiving same, Dcfendant will supplement.
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 3:

Admit that during the time Plaintiff was working on Defendant's Premises, it was
[oreseeuble that ashestos-containing products on Defendant's Premises would or could be
removed, stripped, replaced or repaired at some time after installation.

RESPONSE: See Union Generul Ohjection #5. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide
responds as follows: Admirtted. At times during the operation of Union Carbide facilities, UCC
acquired products which contained ushestos in accordance with state-of-the-urt safely und
operation practices for industrial facilities. Union Carbide denics that it necessarily acquired all
of the types of products set forth in this Request.

INTERROGATORY NO. 3:

Please state whether any asbestos-containing products in place or in use at Defendant's
Premises have been abuted at any time.

a. It so, list each person or company that performed such abatement services
(including address and telephone number)

b. Stute the daotes and locations of each abatement procedure;

c. State which asbestos-containing products were abated.

ANSWER: See General Objections and Preliminary Stutement, which are incorporated herein as
il fully rewrittcn. Objection. This interrogatory is overly broad, unduly burdensome, harassing
and annoying given the parameters and subject malter of this case,

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 3:

Produce al} documents that in any way pertain to abatement of ashestos-containing
materials on Defendant's Premises, including but not limited 10 a removal plan or organized
written criteria or schedule for the remaval of asbestos at Defendant's Premises, and in operation

and maintenance plan.

RESPONSE: Scc General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritien,
Objection to thc cxicnt the request seeks information protected by the (u) auorney-client
privilege, (b) the attorney wark product doctrine, (¢) any applicsble privilege relating to
communications between counsel for defendant und counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases reparding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication’s
between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary
information or contidential communications with any government agency, () the expert witness
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exemption, (g) the wimess stalements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessurily
expensive, hurassing, and annoying. Subject to the forugomg objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 4:

Admit  that Plaintiff worked on premises owned by Defendant or by a
predecessor-in-inierest of Defendant.

RESPONSE: This defendant is unable to either admit or deny this request for admission becausc
the investigation for defendunt’s responscs to discovery is still ongoing. Therefore, denied.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 4:

1f you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all documents supporting
your denial.

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which arc incorporated hercin as if fully rewritten.
Objection to the cxtent the request seeks information protected by the (a) artorney-client
privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications hetween counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
between delendant's employees or counsel and defendany's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, ar (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculated 1o lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject Lo the foregoing objections and without waiving

same, Defendant will supplement.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 5:

If you admit the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all documents supporting
your admission that Plaintiff was on Defendant's Premises.

RESPONSE: Sce Geners) Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client
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privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating 1o
communications between caunsel for detendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, () any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary
informution or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witness stalements exemption, (h) the party communications excmption, (i)
the right of privacy, ar (j) any other privilege. Objection to the cxtent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculated to lead Lo the discovery of admissibie evidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessurily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject 1o the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 6:

Produce all records identifying contractors and/or the employees of contractors who were
on your premises during the years al issue, 'including but not limited to sign-in-logs, gate records,
visitor's logs, identificution badge logs and procedures, and other documents of a similar nature.

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Objection to the extent the request sccks information protecied by the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the attommey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating (o
communicutions between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendanis in this or other
cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
between defendant’s cmployees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type. (e) any privilege reluting to confidential trade secrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witness starements exemption, (h) the party communications excmption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection (o the extent the request seeks
information not feusibly calculated to lead to the discavery of admissible evidence. Qbjcction to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, hurassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 7:

Produce all records pertaining to the methods and manner of identificution of individuals
enicring and/or leaving your facilities, during the yeurs at issue, including but not limited to
fingerprinting or other methods of identifying contractor employees at your premises, and
specifically including any fingerprinting or ather records identifying the Plainiff
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RESPONSE: See General Objecrions, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Objection to the extent the request scels information protected by the (a) attorpey-client
privilege, (b) the artorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
hetween defendunt's employces or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (€) uny privilege relating lo confidential trade sccrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privucy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
information not feasibly calcunlated to Jead to the discovery of admissiblc cvidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, aumbiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement.

INTERROGATORY NO. 4:

Identily the contractors who worked on your premises during the years at issue, and fore
each, state:

4. The type of work performed by the contractor
b, The dates such work wus performed;
c. Identify your employee responsible for monitoring, verifying, or instructing

concerning these services 1o be per-formed by such contractors.

ANSWER: See General Objections and Preliminary Statement, which are incorporated herein as
if fully rewritten. Objection. This interrogatory is overly broad, unduly burdensome, harassing
and annoying given the parameters and subject matter of this case.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 8:

Produce the contract documents pestaining to the contractors who performed services on
Defendunt's Premises during the years at issue, including bat not limited to invitations to bid,
requests for proposals, bids, proposals, scope of work, specifications, blueprints, plans,
uccepiances, contructs, amendments, addenda, change orders, and other contract documents of a
similar nature.

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Obijection to the cxtent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the autorney waork product docirine, (c) any applicable privilcge relating to
communications between counse! for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating 1o communication's
between defendant’s employees ar counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
DEFENDANT'S RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF'S
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claim or claims of this type, (¢) any privilege relating to confidential trude secrets, proprietary
information or canfidential communications with any government agency, (1) the expert witness
exemption, (g) the wilness statements exempiion, (h) the parly communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissiblc evidence. Objection 1o
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, und annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement,

INTERROGATORY NO. §:

Tdentify cach employee who was responsible for allowing contructor employees access to
Defendant's Premises during the years at issue.

ANSWER: See General Objections and Preliminary Statement, which are incorporated herein as
if fully rewritten. Qbjection. This interrogatory is overly broad, unduly burdensome, harassing
and annoying given the parameters and subject matter of this case.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 5.

Admit that Plaintiff worked on Defendant’s Premises where Defendant used or applied
asbestos-containing products.

RESPONSE: This defendant is unable to either admit or deny this request for admission because
the investigatjon for defendant’s responscs 1o discovery is still ongoing. Therefore, denied.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 9:

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all documents supporting
your denial. -

RESPONSE: See Gencral Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewnitten.
Objection ta the extent the request seeks information protccted by the (a) attomey-client
privilcge, (b) the arntorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defensc of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
between defendunt’s employees or counsel and defendant’s insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (€) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrels, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witness statements excmption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right ol privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objcction to the extent the request seeks
DEFENDANT'S RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF'S

FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES, FIRST REQLUEST

FOR PRODUCTION, AND FIRST REQUEST FOR ADMISSIONS- Page 11
FFlrmdace\enviccnbvazode\campboliwaldrep amaidPialnliils 1 5a of intarrogs & Request lor Praduction

'GPl FRINT TIMEAUC 9. 5:04FM

ARTIITRR mryIR LY A ~ ‘
L B TR o i1 " i
Ves Pul .l‘.&ﬂtc.'.,u, MN 4.

rx3
[ QN3

E



information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, Objection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the loregoing objections and withour waiving
same, Delendant will supplement.

INTERROGATORY NO. 6:

Do you contend that Plaintiff was not exposed to asbestos while working at the
Defendant's Premise(s)? If the answer is anything other than "no", ideniify each and every fact
which supports this contention.

ANSWER: See General Objections and Preliminary Statement, which are incorporated herein as
if fully rewritten. Objection. This interrogatory is overly broad, unduly burdensome, harassing
and annoying given the patamelers and subject matter of this casc. Specificully, this Defendant
objecis to the overly broad and unduly burdensome language, “identily each and evety fuct which
supports this contention.”

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 6:

Admit that Plainiiff, in the course and scope of his work as un employee of an
independent contractor, worked around Defendant's employees who were using and/or applying
asbestos-containing products.

RESPONSE: This defendunt is unable to either admit or deny this request for admission because
the investigation for defendant’s responses o discovery is still ongoing. Therelare, denied.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO, 10:

17 you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all documents supporting
your

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Objection (o the extent the request seeks information protected by the (4) outorncy-client
privilege, (b) the attomey work product doctrine. (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege reiating to communication's
between defendant’s emplayees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprictary
infoarmation or confidential communications with any government agency, (F) the cxpert witness
exemprion, (g) the wilness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
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the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject ta the foregoing ohjeclions and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement.

ST FOR ADMISSION NO. 7:

Admit that Plaintiff worked on and/or around Defendant's Premises in aress where
asbestos-containing products were installed, used, prepared for use, replaced or repaired, stored
or laaded, unloaded or transported.

RESPONSE: This defendant is unable to either admit or deny this request for admission because
the investigation for defendant’s responses to discovery is still ongoing. Thercfore, denied.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 8:

Admit that in 1950 Defendunt was aware that airborne asbestos dust created a polential
health hazard to those who breathed such dust.

RESPONSE: Denied. Union Carbide denies that it possessed awareness that dust of any type at
sufficiently high levels could cause health huzards. Indeed, Union Carbide employed state-of-
the-art practices and was recognized as an industry leader in efforts, including but limited 1o,
safety practices in efforts to minimize or avoid dust inhalation by its or contract employees,
including, but not limited to, safety practices, ventilation measures and information provision.
Union Carbide’s information shout specific asbestos-related huzards, however, developed
gradually. Unjon Curhide’s involvement with asbestos was primarily as that of an industrial
consumer. Union Carbide manufactured some products which had an sshestos content, and from
1963-1985, mined and sold a unique short-fiber chrysotile used for spectalized, non-insulation
purposes. Union Curhide never manufactured or sold asbestos-containing insulation.
Accordingly, Union Carbide lacked any special knowledge or information of the mnsulation

industry.

Union Carbide's knowledge conceming potential health hazards possibly associated with
excessive asbestos (iber inhalation developed gradually. Sources of information as to possible
health concerns of which Union Carbide is presently aware included general and scientific
liternlure on the topic and reports or memoranda by Union Cuarbide cmployees. Upon the
plaintiff s request, copies of such reports und memorandu, which Union Carbide has located, will
be made available at a suitable time and place for review and duplication by the plaintiff.
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Union Curbide recognizes that the excessive inhalation of asbestos fiber may be associated with
the development of serious und potentially fatal disease. Union Carbide also understands that the
onset and development of such discase in a persan may be related to an alfecied by, samong other
factors: the particular type of fiber that is inhaled; cigarette smoking; and envitonmental
conditions, in addition to the person’s medical history and condition.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NQ. I1:

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all documents supporting
your denial.

RESPONSE; See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritien.
Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) auomey-client
privilege, (b) the ultormey work product doctrine, (¢) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding delense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
cluim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the cxpert witness
exemption, (g) the witness slatements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request sceks
information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessanily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregaing objections und without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 9:

Admit that Defendant was aware of the presence of and/or use of asbestos-containing
products on Defendant's Premises during the time period Plaintiff was working on Defendant’s

Premises.

RESPONSE: This defendant is unable to either admit or deny this request for admission because
the investigation for defendant’s responses to discovery is still ongoing. Thereflore, denied.
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 12:

Produce any and all pholographs or videographic depictions or films depicting the usc by
you or your employees of any safety precautions (such as containment areas, warming signs, ctc.)
taken to protect bystanders from the hazards of airborne asbestos resulling from the use of
ashesros-containing products by your employces al any Jocations.

RESPONSE: Sce General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-clicnt
privilege, (b) the attomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counsel for detendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases tegarding dcfense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating Lo communication's
between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprictary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witness stalements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. QObjection to the extent the request seeks
infarmation not feasibly calculated 1o lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Obijectian to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unmecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing ohjections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to
plainti(f’s request.

INTERROGATORY NO. 7

Please identify any and all wamings ever given by Defendant, if any. to Plaintiffs
regarding the hazards of asbestos and the dangers 'inherent in the inhalation of usbestos fibers.

ANSWER: Scc Generul Objections and Preliminary Statcment, which ace incorporated herein as

if fully rewritten. Objection. This intervogatory is overly broad, unduly burdensome, harassing
and annoying given the parameters and subject matter of this case.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 13:

Produce al] such warnings.

RESPONSF: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorncy-client
privilege, (b) the attarney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating Lo
communications hetween counsel for defendant and counsel [or other defendants in this or other
cases regurding defensc of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication’s
between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
DPEFENDANT'S RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF'S
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claim or claims of this type, (c) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary
information ar confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
exemption, (g) thc witness stalements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculated o lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Qbjection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnccessarily
expensive, hurassing, and annoying. Subject Lo the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to
plaintifl"s request.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 10:

Admit that Defendunt did not distribute any literature or wamings of any kind to its
employees during the period of time Plaintiff worked on Defendant's Premises regarding the
potential health hazards to those who breathe airborme asbestos dust.

RESPONSE: Sce General Objection #5. Subject to its objection, Union Carbide Corporation
d/b/a Union Carbide Chemicals and Plastics, Inc. responds as follows: Denied. See Union
Carbide Corporation d/b/a Union Carbide Chemicals nnd Plastics, Inc. ’s response to Request
Admissions No. 8.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 14:

It you deny the foregoing, produce all such wamings.

RESPONSE: Sec General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Objection to the exlent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating 1o
communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cuses regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
between defendant’s cmployecs or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (€) any privilege relating to confidential trade secreis, propriefary
information or confidential communications with any govemment agency, (f) the expeit witness
exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
information not fcasibly calculated o lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection Lo
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement il Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to
plaintiff's request.
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INTERROGATORY NO. 8-

Describe Defendant's safety policy as it relates to the use of asbestos-containing materials
al jobsites where Defendant's employces were performing services. In your answer, please state:

“. when, if ever, Deflendant's employees were first warned about the hazards of
usbestos exposure; and

b. what instructions, if any, were given to Defendant's employees on the
identification of materials which might or did contain asbestos.

ANSWER: See General Objections and Preliminary Statement, which are incorporated herein as

if fully rewritten. Objection. This interrogatory is overly broad, unduly burdensome, harassing
und annoying given the paramcters and subject matter of this case.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTTION NQ. }5:

Produce all such safety policies.

RESPONSE Sce General Objections, which are incorporated hercin as if fully rewritten.
Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the attorncy work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cascs regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (c) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
exemption, (g) the wimess statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to-the extent the request secks
information not feasibly calculated to lead 1o the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to

plainufl’s request.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. | I:

Admit that Defendunt consciously decided not to wam its employces of the dangers of
ashestos.
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RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Subject to its objection, Union Curbide Corporation
d/b/a Union Curbide Chemicals and Plastics, Inc. responds as follows: Denied. See Union
Curbide Corporation d/b/a Union Carbide Chemicals and Plastics, Inc. 's response to Request
Admissions No. 8,

INTERROGATORY NO. 9:

Do you contend that Defendant specifically warmed Plaintiff about the hazards of ashestos
and asbestos-containing products? If the answer is anything other than "no”, identify each and
every fact which supports this contention.

ANSWER: See General Objections and Preliminary Statement, which are incorporated herein as
it fully rewritten. QObjection. This intetrogatory is averly broad, unduly burdensome, harassing
and annoying given thc parameters and subject matter of this case, This Defendant specifically
ohjects to the overly broad and unduly burdensome language, “identify each and every fact which
supports this contention.”

INTERROGATORY NO. 10:

Describe all safety precautions taken by you or your cmployees (such as containment
arcas, wamning signs, ventilation systems, cvacuating the premises, ctc,) for the protection of
bystanders (including but not limited to Pluintiffs) from the hazards resulting from the use of
asbestos-containing products by your employecs at any locations.

ANSWER: See General Objections and Preliminary Statement, which are incorporated herein as

if fully rewritten. Objection. This interrogatory is overly broad, unduly burdensome, harassing
and annoying given the parameters and subject mattcr of this case.

INTERROGATORY NO. 11:

Have you ever provided safety equipment to persons working on Defendant’s Premises? If

so, please list the safety equipment provided and indicate:

when the equipment was first provided

1o whom the equipmeni was provided

under what circumstances the equipment was provided

Further, identify the person with the most knowledge of your "safety equipment”

policies.

acge
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ANSWLER: See General Objections and Preliminary Statement, which are incorporated herein as
il fully rewritten. Objection. This interrogatory is overly broad, unduly burdensome, harassing
and annoying given the parameters and subject matter of this case.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 12:

Admit that Defendant did not continuously provide fuce masks to contract employees
working with or around ashestos from 1945 to the present for the purpose of protecting these
employees from inhaling asbestos.

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Union Carbide further objects to this Request an the
grounds that it is averly broad and not phrased 1o allow a meaningful admission or denial.
Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as follows: Union Carbide lacks sufficient
information to admit or deny insafar as the request has not detined whether, for instance,
“employees working with or around asbestos” include all employees entering premises which
cantained state-of-the-urt asbestos insulation. See Union Carbide’s response to Request for

Admissions No. 8.

INTERROGATORY NO. 12:

Siate in detail what tests have been conducted with regard to the quantity, quality, or
threshold limit values of asbestos dust or particles to which workers were exposed while using,
working with or around, or Installing asbestos-containing products in any of your facilities.
Please siute where and when these tests were conducted, by whom these tests were conducted,
and the results of any such test.

ANSWER: Sec General Objections and Preliminary Statement, which are incorporated herein us
il fully rewritien.  Objection. This interrogatory is overly broad, unduly burdensome, harassing
and annoying given the parameters and subject matter of this case.

INTERROGATORY NO. 13

Do you contend that Defendunt's representatives, insurance carriers and/or agenis
performed any measurements and/or studies prior 10 1970 to determine the quantity of asbestos
fibers in the air at Defendant's facility? I the answer is anything other than "no", identify each
and every fact which supports this contention.

ANSWER; See General Objections and Preliminary Statement, which are incorporated herein as
if fully rewritien. Objection. This interrogatory is overly broad, unduly burdensome, harassing
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anq annoying given the parameters and subject matter of this case. This Defendant specifically
objects Lo the overly broad and unduly burdensome language, “idenify each and every fact which
supports this contention.”

INTERROGATORY NO. {4:

Pleuse stae euch time any regulatory agency or other governing body has inspected the
Defendant’s premises to determine if health and safety regulations governing exposure to
asbestos were being followed. Include in your response the date and results of each inspection,
and state whether a written report was gencrated.

ANSWER: See General Objections and Preliminary Statement, which are incorporated herein as

if fully rewritten. Objection. This interrogatory is overly broad, unduly burdensome, harassing
and annoying given the parameters and subject matter of this case.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 13:

Admit that you did not erect containment barriers to prevent emission of asbestos dust at
the worksiles where your cmployees were using asbestos-containing, maltenals, including the
worksites where Plaintill was present.

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Union Carbide further objects to this Request on the
grounds that it is overly broad and not phrased 1o allow a meaningful admission or denial.
Subject to its ohjections, Union Carbide responds as follows: Union Carbide lacks sufficient
information to admit or deny insolar as the request has not defined whether, for instance,
“employees working with or around asbestos™ include all employees entering premises which
contained state-of-the-art asbestos insulation. See Union Carbide’s response to Request for

Admissions No. 8,

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 16:

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole ot in part, produce all documents supporling
your denial,

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which arc incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Objection to the cxtent the request secks information protected by the () attorney-clicnt
privilege, (b) the anamey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating 1o
communications betwcen counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cascs regarding defensc of this cuse, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
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hetween defendant's employees or counsel and deflendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (¢) any privilege relating o confidential trade secrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any govemment agency, (f) the expert wilness
exemption, (p) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the cxtent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, amhiguous, unduly burdensome, unnccessarily
expensive, harussing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement if Detendant has any documents in its posscssion pertaining lo
plaintiff’s request.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO._ 14:

Admit that you did not utilize engineering controls such as isolation or enclosure at the
worksites where your employees were using asbestos-contuining materials, including the
worksites where Plaintiff wus prescnt.

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Union Carbide further objects to this Request on the
grounds that it is overly broad and not phrased to allow a meaningful admission or denial.
Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as follows: Union Carbide lacks sufficient
information to admit or deny insofar as the request has not defined whether, for instance,
“employees working with or around asbestos” include all cmployees entering premises which
contained state-of-the-art asbestos insulation. See Union Carbide’s response 1o Request for

Admissions No. 8.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 17:

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all documents supporting
your denial.

RESPONSE Ssc' Genersl Obijections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewntten.
Objection to the exient the request seeks information protecied by the (a) aiomey-client
privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or othey
cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication’s
between defendant's cmployees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the detense of this
claim or claims of this type, (c) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications excmption, (i)
the rvight of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
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infarmation not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible cvidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement if Defendunt has any documents in its possession pertaining to
plaintiff’s request.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NQ. 15:

Admit that you did not utilize ventilation or exhaust systems to divert dust at the
worksites where your employces were using asbestos-containing materials, including the
worksites where Plaintiff was present.

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Union Curbide further objects to this Request on the
grounds that it is overly broad and not phrused to allow a meaningful admission or denial.
Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as follows: Union Carbide lacks sufficient
information to admit or deny insofar as the request has not defined whether, for instance,
“employees working with or around asbestos™ include all employees entering premises which
contained state-of-the-art asbestos insulation. See Union Carbide’s response to Request for
Admissions No. 8

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 18§:

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all documents supporting
your denial.

RESPONSE: See General Obhjections, which are incorporated herein as if (ully rewritten.
Objection to the cxtent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating 1o
communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicuble privilege reluting to communication's
hetween defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, () any privilege relating 1o conlidential trade secrets, proprictary
information or confidentin] communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witness stalements exemption, (h) the parly communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
information not feasibly calcuiated Lo lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
cxpensive, harassing, and annaying. Subject Lo the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement if Defendunt has any documents in its possession pertaining to
plaintiff’s request.
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NQ. 16:

Admit that you did not utilize dust collection engineering controls to trap airborne
nsbestos dust at the worksites where your employces were using ashestos-containing materials,
including the worksites where Plaintiff was present.

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Union Carbide further objects Lo this Request on the
grounds that it is overly broad and not phrased 10 allow a meaningful admission or denial.
Subject 1o its objections, Union Carbide responds as follows: Union Carbide lacks sufficicnt
information to admit or deny insofar as the request has not defined whether, for instance,
“employecs working with or around asbestos” include ull employees entering premises which
contained state-of-the-art asbestos insulation. See Union Carbide’s response Lo Request for
Admissions No. 8.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 19;

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all documents supporting
your denial.

RESPONSE: Scc Genersl Objections, which are incorporated herein as jf [fully rewritten.
Obhjection 10 the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) auttorney-client
privilcge, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cascs regarding defensc of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating 1o communication's
between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
exemprion, (g) the witness staiements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i}
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discavery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant hus any documents in its possession pertaining to
plaintif("s request.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NQ. 17:

Admit that you did not requirc your employees to handle, mix, apply, remove, cut or
score ashestos-containing products in a wet state (o prevent emission of airhome asbestos fibers
at the worksites wherc your emplayees were using asbestos-containing materials, including the
worksites where Plaintifl was present.
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RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Union Carbide further objects to this Request on the
grounds that it is overly broad and not phrased to allow a meaningful admission or denial.
Subject to its objecrions, Union Carbide responds as follows: Union Carbide lacks sufficient
information to admit or deny insofar as the request has nol defined whether, for instance,
“employees working with or around asbestos” include all employees entering premises which
confained stute-of-the-art ashestos insulation. Sec Union Carbide’s response 1o Request for
Admissions No. 8.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 20:

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all documents supporting
your denial,

RESPONSE: Sec General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritien.
Objecuion to the extent the request sceks information protected by the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the attomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counsel for defendant und counsel tor other defendants in this or other
cuses regurding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
between defendunt's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, () any privilege relating 1o confidential trade secreis, proprietary
informuation or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privicy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection Lo the extent the request seeks
information not teasibly calculuted to fead to the discovery of admissible cvidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly brouad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
sume, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining Lo

plaintiff’s request.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 18:

Admit that you did not evacuate the premises prior to the utlization of asbestos-
containing malterials ai the worksites where your employces were using asbestos-containing
materials, including the worksites where Plaintiff was present.

RESPONSE: See Generuyl Objection #5. Union Carbide further objects Lo this Request on the
grounds that it is overly broad and not phrased to allow a meaningful admission or denial.
Subject to its objcctions, Union Carbide responds as follows: Union Carbide lacks sufficient
information to admit or deny insotar as the request has not defined whether, for instance,
“employees working with or around asbestos” include all employees entering premiscs which
contained state-of-the-art ashestos insulation. See Union Carbide’s response to Request for

Admissions No. 8.

DEFENDANT’S RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF'S
TIRST SEY OF INTERROGATORIES, FIRST REQUEST

FOR PRODUCTION, AND FIRST REQUEST FOR ADMISSIONS- Page 24
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 21;

If you deny the (oregoing request, in whole or In part, produce all documents supporting
your denial.

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the () attomey-client
privilege, (b) the attormey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cascs regarding defensc of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
between defendant's employecs or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (€) any privilege relaling to confidential trade secrets, proprictary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculated to lead Lo the discovery of admissible cvidence. Objection 1o
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to

plaintift’s request.

INTERROGATORY NO. 15:

Have you cver warned workers on Defendunt's Premises of the hazards of ashestos and
asbestos-containing products? If so, describe in detail the methods of such wamings, who you
warmed and when. Please include in your response a description of any written warnings relating
to the hazards of asbestos in place at Defendant's Premises and state when the wrilten warnings
were installed, how many were installed, and whether they have been removed.

ANSWER: See General Ohjections and Preliminary Statement, which are incorporated herein as
if fully rewritien. Objection. This interrogatory is averly broad, unduly burdensome, duplicalive,
harassing and annoying given the purameters and subject matter of this casc.

INTERROGATORY NO. 16;

Have you ever had a policy requiring workers on Defendant's premises to use respirators?
If so, pleuse:

a. state when this policy was implemented,

b. describe this policy in detail;

c. state to whom it applied (i.e. Defendant employees and contractor employees);
d. and describe what types and brand names of respiralors were required by you.

DEFENDANT'S RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF'S
FIRST SET QF INTERROGATORIES. FIRST REQUEST

FQR PRODUCTION. AND FIRST REQUEST FOR ADMISSIONS- Page 25
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ANSWER: See Generul Objections and Preliminary Statement, which are incorporated herein as
if fully rewritten. Objection. This interrogatory is overly broad, unduly burdensome, harassing
and annoying given the parameters and subject matter of this case.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 19:

Admit that you did not post waming, caution or hazard signs prior to the utilization of
asbestos-containing materials by your employees at the worksites where your employees were
using asbestos-containing materiais, including the worksites where Plaintiff was present.

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Subject 1o its objections, Union Carbide responds as
follows: Denied. See Union Carbide's response 1o Requests for Admissions Nos. 8§ and 13.

- REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 22:

If you deny the toregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all documents supporting
your denial.

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated hercin as if fully rewritien.
Objection to the extent the request secks information protected by the (a) attomey-client
privilege, (b) the attomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defense of this cuse, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (¢) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege, Objection to the extent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, Objection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
cxpensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and withoul waiving
same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to

plaintiff's request.

*DEFENDANT'S RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF'S
FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES, FIRST REQUEST

FOR PRODUCTION, AND FIRST REQUEST FOR ADMISSIONS- Page 26
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 20:

Admit that you did not issue any wamings to others at the worksites where your
employees were using asbestos-containing materials, ‘including the worksites where Plaintiff was
present.

RESPONSE: Scc General Objection #5. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as
lollows: Denied. Sce Union Carbide’s responsc to Requests for Admissions Nos. 8 and (3.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 23:

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all documents supporting
your denial.

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if tully rewritten.
Objection o the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attomey-client
privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counsel for defendunt and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cnses regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
between defendant's employees ar counsel and defendant's insurers regarding thc defense of this
claim or cluims of this type, (¢) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, () the expert witness
excmplion, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (1)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the cxient the request seeks
information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the extent thc request is overly hroad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdcnsome, unneccssarily
cxpensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the forcgoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to
plaintiff’s request.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 24:

Produce all documents reflecting payments made to contractors duving the years at issue,
including Plaintiffs employer, including but not limited to invoices, bills, check requests,
requisitions, canceled checks, or other documents of a similar nature reflecting payment for
services rendered by Plaintiffs employer.

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporuted hercin as if fully rewrilten,
Objection Lo the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
DEFENDANT'S RESPONSES TO PLAINTUF'S

FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES, FIRST REQUEST

FOR PRODUCTION, AND FIRST REQUEST FOR ADMISSIONS- Page 27
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cases vegarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication’s
between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, () any privilege relating Lo confidential trade secrets, proprietary
information or confidentia] communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
cxemption, (g) the witness statcments exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any ather privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessatily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to
plaintiff’s request.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 2 1:

Admit that the use of asbestos-containing materials on Defendant's Premises created a
substantial risk of Injury.

RESPONSE: See Genera) Objection #5. Union Carbide further objects to this Request on the
grounds that it is overly broad and not phrased Lo allow a meaningful admission or denial.
Suhject 1o its objections, Union Curbide responds as follows: Union Carbide Jacks sufficient
information Lo admit or deny insofar as the request has not defined whether, for instance,
“employees working with ar around usbestos™ include all employees entering premises which
contained staic-of-the-urt usbestos insulation, See Union Carbide’s response 1o Request for
Admissions No. 8.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO, 22:

Admit that during the years at issue, Defendant had to power to control Defendant's
Premises.

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as
follows: Admisted.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 25;

If you deny the [oregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all documents supporting
your denial.

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewriticn.
Objection to the exient the request seeks information protecied by the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the atormey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
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communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cuses regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
bewween defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
cluim or claims of this type, (¢) any privilege relating to confidential trade sccrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
excmption, (g) the witness statements cxemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
infarmation not feasibly calculuted to lead to the discovery of admissible cvidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, smbiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has uny documents in its possession pertaining to
plaintiff’s request.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NQO. 23:

Admit that, during the years at issue, Defendant had the power 10 munage the use or
condition of Defendunt's Premises.

RESPONSE: This defendant is unable to cither admit or deny this request for admission because
the investigation for defendant’s responses to discovery is still ongoing. Therefore, denied.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 26:

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all documents supporting
your denial.

RESPONSE: Sec General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if [ully rewritten.
Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating 1o
communications between counsel for defendant und counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrels, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications cxemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
information not (easibly calculated to lead ta the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the exient the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving

‘DEFENDANT'S RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF'S

FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES, FIRST REQUEST

FOR PRODUCTION, AND FIRST REQUEST I'OR ADMISSTONS- Page 29
FFimadecs\onvicenbrazorg\compboliwaldrag, smaldPlainili’s 14! Sal of Inturregs 8 Reques! fn? Froguclion

EIVIDOTIMEAUS B LZEPM FRINT TIMEAUG, 9 5:02PM



same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to
plaintfl’s request.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 24:

Admit that, during the years al issue, Defendant had the power to direct the use or
condition of Defendant's Premises.

RESPONSE: This defendant is unable to either admit or deny this request for admission becausc
the investigntion for defendant’s responses to discavery is still ongoing. Therefore, denied.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 27:

If you deny the foregoing request, in whale or in part, produce all documents supporting
your denial.

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incarporated herein as if fully sewriten.
Objection to the exlent the request seeks information protecied by the (a) attomey-client
privilege, (b) the attorncy work product doctrine, (¢) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counse! for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases regurding defensc of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication’s
between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this Lype, (e) any privilege reluting to confidential trade secrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the cxpert witness
exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the vight of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection o the extent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, umbiguous, unduly burdensome, unnccessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without wuiving
same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in ils possession pertaining to
plainuif{’s request.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO, 25:

Admit that, during the years at issue, Defendant had the power Lo superintend the use or
conditions of Defendant's Premises.

DEFENDANT'S RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF'S
FIRST SE'' OF INTERROGATORILES, FIRST REQUEST
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RESPONSE: See General Ohjection #5. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as
follows: Admitted,

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 28:

If you deny the forcgoing request, in whole or in part, produce all documents supporting
your denial.

RESPONSE: Sec General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Objection 1o the exient the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-clicnt
privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relaling Lo
communicarions between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
hetween defendant's employees or counsel und defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (¢) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprictary
infarmation or canfidential communications with any government agency, (f) the experl witness
exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege, Ohbjection to the extent the request secks
information not fcasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible cvidence. Objection Lo
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the forepoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in ils possession pertaining to

plaintiff’s request.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 26:

Admit that, during the yeuars at issue, Defendant had the power to restrict the use or
condition of Defendant's Premises.

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as
follows: Admitted.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO, 29;

17 you deny the foregoing request, in whale or in part, praducc all documents supporting
your denial.
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RESPONSE: Sec General Ohjections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritien.
Objection to the exlent the request secks information protected by the (a) attomey-client
privilege, (b) the attorney work product docirine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications betwcen counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendunts in this or other
cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
belween defendant’s employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (€) any privilege relating to confidential trude secrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
excmption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculated to lead 1o the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdcnsome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
sume, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to
plaintiff’s request. ~

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 27:

Admit that, during the years at issue, Defendant had the power to regulate the use or
condition of Defendunt's Premises.

RESPONSE: Sce General Objection #5. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as
follows: Admilted.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 30;

It you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all documents supporting
your denial.

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein us if fully rewritten,
Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the atiorney work product docirine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counsel (or defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating Lo communication's
berween defendanr's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regacding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (¢) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, propnetary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
exemption, () the witness stutements exemptian, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
informuation not feasibly calculated to lcad to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the exient the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily

DEFENDANT’S RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF'S
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expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
sume, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to
plaintiff’s request.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 28:

Admit that, during the years at issue, Defendant had the power to govern the use or
condition of Defendant's Premises.

RESPONSE: See Genernl Objection #5. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as
follows: Admitted. '

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 31:

If you deny the [oregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all documents supporting
your denial.

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Objection to the cxtent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attomey-client
privilege, (b) the attomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communicitions between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicuble privilege relating to communication's
between delendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (¢) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary
infarmation or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert wilness
exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Delendunt will supplement if Detendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to

plaintiff’s request.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 29

Admit that, during Lhe years at issue, Defendant had the power to oversee the use or
condition of Defendant's Premises.

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5  Subject 1o its objections, Union Carbide responds bs
follaws: Admirted.
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 32:

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all documents supporting
your denial.

RESPONSE: See General Ohjections, which ure incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Ohjection 1o the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-clicnt
privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (¢) any applicable privilege relating fo
communications between counsel for defendunt and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
hetween defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defensc of this
cluim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
cxemption, (g) the witness stalements exemption, (h) the party communications cxemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
infarmation not (easibly calculated 1o lead to the discovery of admissibie evidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessurily
expensive, harassing, and annoying, Subject o the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendunt will supplement if Defendant has any documents in ils possession perlaining to
plaintiff's request.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 30:

Admit that, during the years at issue, Defendant had the power to administer the use or
condition of Defendant's Premises.

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Subject Lo its objections, Union Carbide responds as
follows: Admirted,

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 33:

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all documents supporting
your denial.

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein us il [ully rewritien,
Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the anomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating o
communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defense of this case, (d) uny applicable privilege relating to communication's
between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurcrs regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrefs, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any gavernment agency, (I} the expert witness
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exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculated to feud to the discovery ol admissible evidence, Objection to
the extent the request is averly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession penaining fo
plaintift’s request.

UEST FOR_ ADMISSION NO. 31:
Admit that duting the years at issue, Defendant controlled Defendant's Premises.

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Subject 10 its objections, Union Carbide responds as
follows: Admitied.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 34:

Tf yau deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all documents supporting
your denial.

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritien.
Objection to the extent the request seeks information protecled by the (a) attormey-client
privilege, (b) the nitomey work product doctrine, (¢) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counsel [or defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege reluting to communication's
hetween defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, () sny privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietury
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (I} the expert witness
excmption, (g) the witness siatements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
information nolt feasibly calculated to lead 1o the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnccessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
sume, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining 10

plaintiff's request,

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 32:

Admit that, during the years at issue, Defendant managed the use or condition of
Defendant's Premises.
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RESPONSE.: Sce General Objection #5. Subject to its objections, Unjon Carbide responds as
follows: Admitted.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NQ. 33:

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all documents supporting
your denial,

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Obijection to the extent the request sceks information protected by the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any upplicable privilege relaling to communication's
hetween defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade sccrets, proprictary
information or confidential communications with uny govemment agency, (f) the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Ohjection to the extent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the extent the requesr is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harussing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to
plaintiff’s request.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 33:

Admit that, duning the years at issue, Defendant dirccted the use or condition of
Defendant's Premises.

RESPONSE: See General Objeclion #5. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as
follows: Admitted.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 36:

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all documents supporting
your denial.

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) artorney-client
privilege, (b) the anorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counse) for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
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cases repavding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating 10 communication's
between defendunt's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (¢) any privilege relating to confidential rade secrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
exemplion, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request secks
information not feasibly calculaled to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection 1o
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendunt will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to
plaintiff's request.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 34:

Admit that, during the years at issue, Defendant superintended the use or conditions of
Defendant’s Premises.

RESPONSE: Sce General Objection #5. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as
follows: Admitted.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 37:

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all documents supporting
your denial.

RESPONSE: Sec General Objections, which are incorporated herein as it fully rewritten.
Objection to the exien! the tequest secks information prdtected by the (a) anomey-client
privilege, (b) the artorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases regurding defense of this casc, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
between defendant's employees or counsel and detendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating 1o confidential trade secrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
cxemption, (g) the witpess statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculated to lend 1o the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the extenl the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnccessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
sume, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to
plaintiff’s request.
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 35:

Admit that, during the years at jssue, Defendant restricted the use or condition of
Defendant’s Premises.

RESPONSE" See General Objection #5. Subject 1o its objections, Unian Carbide responds as
follows: Admilted.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 38:

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all documents suppotting
your denial,

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewrilien,
Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the atlomey work product doctrine, (c) any upplicable privilege relating to
communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defensce of this case, (d) any applicable privilege velating to communication's
berween defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or clsims of this type, (c) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary
information ar confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness

exemption, (g) the witness staicments exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) -

the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
informarion not feasibly calculated 1o lead o the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to

plaintiff's request.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSTON NQ. 36:

Admit thut, during the years at issue, Defendant regulated the use or condition of
Decfendant's Premises.

RESPONSE: Scc General Objection #5. Subject to its objections, Union Caurbide responds as
follows: Admitted.
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 39:

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all documents supporting
your denial.

RESPONSE: Sce General Ohjections, which are incorporated herein as if fully cewritten.
Objection ta the extent the request seeks information protecied by the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the uttormey work product doctrine, (¢) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicuble privilege relating to communication's
between defendant's employees or counse] and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or cfaims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade sccrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any govemment agency, (f) the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witncss statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy. or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the exient the request seeks
information not feasibly calculated 1o lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly broud, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to
plaintiff’s request.

EQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 37

Admit that, during the vyears at issue, Defendant governed the use or condition of
DPefendant's Premises.

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as
follows: Admitied.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 40:

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all documents supporting
your denial.

RESPONSE: Sec General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Obijcction to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the aifomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating 1o communication's
between defendant's employees or counse] and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (e) uny privilege relaling to confidential trade secrets, proprictary
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information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert wilness
exemplion, (g) the wilness statements exemption, (h) thc party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection o the extent the request secks
information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying, Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will suppfement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to
plaintiff’s request.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 38:

Admit that, during the years at issue, Defendant oversaw the use or condition of
Deflendant's Premises.

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Subject to its objections, Unjon Carbide responds as
follows: Admitted.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 41:

Il you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all documents supporting
your denijal.

RESPONSE: Sce General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritien.
Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the attorncy work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
cluim or claims of this type, (e) uny privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietury
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witness stalements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Qbjection to the extent the request secks
information not feasibly calculated 1o lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
thc extent the request is averly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pettaining to

plaintiff’s request.
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 39:

Admit that, during the years at issue, Defendant administered the use or condition of
Delendant's Premises,

RESPONSE: Sce General Objection #5. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as
follows: Admitted.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 42:

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all documents supporting
your denial.

RESPONSE: Scc General Objections, which arc incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Obijection to the extent the request sceks information protected by the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the attomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicuble privilege relating to
communications between counsel for defendant and counsel lor other defendants in this or other
cuses regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
cluim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
cxemption, (g) the witness statements cxemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the loregoing objections und without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertuining 10
plaintiff's request.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NQO. 40:

Admit that Defendant retained some control over the manner in which Plaintiffs work
was performed.

RESPONSE: Unjon Carbide lacks direcr information s 10 whether the Plaintifl worked on its
premises and thus lacks sufficient information to admit or deny. Union Carbide’s investigation
remuin on-going, however, and Union Carbide reserves its right 1o supplement its response as

information becomes available.
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NOQ. 43:

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all documents supporting
your denial.

RESPONSE: Sce General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Objection 1o the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the attorncy work product doctrine, (c) any applicuble privilege relating to
communications hbelween counsel for defendant and counse! for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defense of this casc, (d) any applicablc privilege relating to communication's
between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
excmption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) uny other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. QObjection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambignows, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to
plaintift's request.

INTERROGATORY NO. 17:

Do you contend that at no time during the years at issue, Defendant did not have the right
to advise or, if necessary, control the activities of employees of contractors, working on
Defendant's Premises, who were engaged in activities which could he potentially hazardous o
either themselves or to the employees of Defendant? If the answer is anything other than "no",
identify cach and every fact which supports this contention.

ANSWER: Sec General Objections and Preliminary Statement, which ate incorporated herein as

if fully rewritien. Objection. This interrogatory is overly broad, unduly burdensome, harassing
and annoying given the parameters and subject matter of this case.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSTON NO. 41:

Admil that Defendunt retuined some contro] over the manner in which Plainti(fs employer
performed the work requested by the Defendant.

RESPONSE: Unjon Curhide lacks direct informartion as 1o whether the Plaintiff worked on its
premises und thus lacks su(ficient information to admit or deny. Union Carbide’s investigation
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remain on-going, however, and Union Curbide reserves its right to supplement its response as
information hecomes uvailable.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 44:

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all docaments supporting
your denial,

RESPONSE: Sec General Objections, which are incorporated hercin as if fully rewritten.
Obijection to the exient the request seeks information protected hy the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the atlorney wark product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (¢) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprictary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
‘ exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) uny other privilege. Objection 1o the extent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculated to 1cad to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
some, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to

pluintiff's request.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 42:

Admit that Plaintiff was not entirely free to do the work on Defendant's Premises in his own way.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide lacks direct information as to whether the Plaintiff worked on its
premises and thus lacks sufficient information 1o admit or deny. Union Carbide’s investigation -
remain on-going, however, and Union Carbide rescrves its right to supplement its response as

information becomes available.

EQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NQ. 45:

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in pait, produce all documents supporting
your denial.

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Objection 1o the extent the request seeks information protecled by the (a) attomcy-client
privilege, (b) the attomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating (o
communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendunts in this or other
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cuses regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
between defendunt’s employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
cluim or claims of this type, (¢) any privilege relating to confidential trude secrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the cxpert witness
exemption, (g) the witness stalements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the vight of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
sume, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to
plaintitf’s requcst,

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 43:

Admit that Plainiiff's employer was not entircly free to do the work requested by
Defendant on Defendant's Premises in its own way.,

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Subiect to its objections, Union Carbide responds as
follows: Admitted. Sec Union Carbide’s response to Request No. 1.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 46:

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all documents supporting
your demial.

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten,
Objection to the extent thc request sceks information protected by the (u) attorney-client
privilege, (h) the auomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicuble privilege relating to communication's
between delendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
cluim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrels, proprietary
information or contidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
cxemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemprion, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discavery of admissible evidence. Objection ta
the exient the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, horussing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendunt will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to

pluintiff's request.
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO, 44:

Admit that asbestos-containing gaskets were installed al Defendant's Premises.

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Subiject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as
follows: Admitted. Sce Union Carbide's response Lo Request No. 1.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 47:

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all documents supporting
your denial.

RESPONSE: Sce General Ohjections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defense of this casc, (d) any applicable privilege rclating to communication's
between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insuarers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrels, proprietury
information or canfidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications excmption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculared to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly hroad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the forcgoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendunt will supplement if Defendunt has any documents in its possession pertaining to
plaintiff’s request.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 45:

Admit that asbestos-containing pipe covering was installed at Defendant's Premises.

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Subjecr to its objections, Union Carbide responds as
follows: Admitted. See Union Carbide's response to Request No. 1.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 48:

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all documents supporting your
denial.
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RESPONSE; See General Ohjections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the attorney work product docirine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counse! for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cascs regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
between defendunt's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (¢) any privilege rclating to confidential trade secrets, proprietury
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expett witness
exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request secks
information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unncccssarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in ils possession pertaining to
plaintiff's request.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 46:

Admit that ashestos-containing boilers were installed at Defendant's Premises. .

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Subject ta its objections, Union Carbide responds as
follows: Unian Curbide lacks sufficient information to admit or deny this Request, Union
Carbide’s investigation remain on-going and Unijon Carbide reserves its right to supplement this
response as information becomes available.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 49:

If you deny the foregoing request, in whale or in pari, produce all documents supporting
your denial.

RESPONSE: Sce General Objections, which are incorporated herein as il fully rewritien.
Objection 1o the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counsel for defendant and counsel (or other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication’s
hetween defendant's cmployees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (¢) uny privilege relating to confidential trude secrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witness stazements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
infarmation not feasibly calculated 1o lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessanly
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expensive, harassing, and annaying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Delendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to
plaintiff’s request.

REQUEST FOR ADMISS{ON NO. 47

Admit that usbestos-containing fireproofing was installed at Defendant's Premises.

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as
follows: Union Carbide lacks sufficient information to admit or deny this Request. Union
Curbide's investigation remain on-going and Union Carbide reserves its right to supplement this
response as information becomes available. Union Carbide admits that pipe covering containing
asbestos may huve performed a fire proofing role.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 50:

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in pait, produce all documents suppocting
your denial.

RESPONSE: Sec General Obijeclions, which are incorporated herein as il fully rewritten.
Objection to the exient the request seeks information protected by the (1) attormey-client
privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicuble privilege relating to
communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or cleims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprictary
information or confidentia) communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and snnoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendunt will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to

plaintiff's request. -

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 48:

Admit that asbestos-containing joint compound was installed at Defendant's Premises.

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Subject to its abjections, Union Carbide responds as
fallows: Union Carbide lacks sufficient information to admit or deny this Request. Union
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Curbide’s investigation remain on-going and Union Carbide reserves its right to supplement this
response as information hecomes available.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NQ. 51;

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all documents supporting
your denial.

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (u) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the attomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege rclating to
communications between counsel faor defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cascs regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant’s insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (¢) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary
infarmation or canfidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expeit witness
exemption, (g) the witness statcments exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request sccks
information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection Lo
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections und without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to
plaintitf’s request.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 49:

Admit that ashestos-containing insulation was installed at Defendant's Premises.
RESPONSE: Sce General Objection #5. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as

follows: Admitted. Pipe covering constitutes thermal insulation. See Union Curbide’s response
to Request No. 40.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 52:

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all documents supporting
your denial.

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Objcction fo the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attomey-client
privilege, (b) the attorney work product dectrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
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cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
between defendant's emplayees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (¢) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discavery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in ifs possession pertaining to
plaintiff's requesl.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 50:

Admit that such installation was done under your direction, snpervision, and/or control.

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as
follows: Admitted.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NQ. §3:

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, producc all documents supporting
your denial, including but not limited to all documents identilying the entities or individuals who
directed, supervised, and/or cantrolled such *installation activities.

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewriten.
Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counsel for defendant and counse! for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defense of this cuse, (d) uny applicable privilege relating to communication's
between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential tradc sccrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government asgency, () the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the vight of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its posscssion pertaining to
plaintiff’s request.
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INTERROGATORY NQ. 18:;

Plcasc state the first year you leamned that persons could suffer physical injury through the
inhalation of asbestos fibers and how Defendunt became aware of the existence of asbestos
hazards.

ANSWER: See General Objections and Preliminary Statement, which ate incorporated herein as

if fully rewrinten, Objection. This interrogatory is overly broad, unduly burdensome, harassing
and annoying given the parumeters snd subject matter of this case.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 54:

Produce all documents that indicate that asbestos fibers, when inhaled, can be hazardous
to the health of human beings.

RESPONSE: Sce General Objcctions, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications belween counse! for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
between defendant’s employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (c) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprictary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the panty communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request secks
information not fensibly calculated Lo lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the cxtent the request is averly broud, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining Lo
plaintiff’s request.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSTON NO. 5 {:

Admit that you sopervised the health and safety procedures implemented by contractors
working on Defendant's Premiscs.

RESPONSE: See General Qbjection #5. Subject to its objections, Union Carbidc responds as
follows: Union Carbide lucks information as to whether or to what extent it directly supervised
the health and safety procedures implemented by contractors working on Defendant’s Premiscs.
Union Carbide’s investigation remain on-gaing. Union Carbide did, however, inform and require
contractors to implement health and salety practices required by all employees on its facilities.
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 52

Admit that you supervised the health and safety practices implemented by PlaintilTs
employer.

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as
follows: Union Carbide lacks information as (o whether or to what extent it directly supervised
the heulth und safety procedures implemented by contractors working on Defendant’s Premises.
Union Carbide’s investigation remain on-going. Union Carbide did, however, inform gnd require
contractors 10 implement health and safety practices required by all employees on its facilities.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO, 53:

Admit that you did not protect the Plaintiff from exposure to asbestos on Defendant's
Premises.

RESPONSE: S¢e General Objection #5. Subject 10 its objections, Union Carbide responds as
follows: Denied. Scc Union Carbide’s response to Request No. 8.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 55:

Produce all documents supporting the legal theories and factual bases of your defenses set
forth in your response to Plaintiffs Request for Disclosure under Texas Rules of Civil Procedure

194.2, subparagraph (c).

RESPONSE: Scc General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Objection to the extent the yvequest seeks information protecied by the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the atomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege rclating to communication's
between defendant’s employees or counse) and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (¢) any privilege relating o confidential rade secrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, () the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objcction to the extent the request seeks
information not fcasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissihle evidence. QObjection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession peraining 10
plaintiff’s request.
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INTERROGATORY NO. 19:

Do you contend that Plaintiffs exposure 1o ashestos at Defendant's Premises was not a
substantial contributing factor in causing his asbestos-related injury? 11 the answer is anything
other than "no", identify each und every fact which supports this contention.

ANSWER: See General Ohjections and Preliminary Statement, which are incorporated herein as
if fully rewritten. Objection. This interrogatory is overly broad, unduly burdensome, harassing
and annoying given the parameters and subject matter of this case.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 54:

Admit that Plaintiffs exposure 1o asbestos at Defenpdant's Premises was a substantial
contributing factor in causing his asbestos-related injury.

RESPONSE: Sec General Objection #5. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as
follows: Denied. See Union Carbide’s response to Request No. 8.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 56:

If you deny the forcgoing request, in whale or In part, produce all documents supporting
your denial,

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the attomey work product doctrine, (c¢) any applicable privilege relating 10
communications between counsel for defendant and counse! for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
berween defendant’'s employees or counscl and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expeit witness
exemption, (g) the wimness staiements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and withoul waiving
sume, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to
plaintiff’s request,
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 55:

Admit that Defendant did not exercise reasonable care to reduce or eliminate the risk of
ashestos-related injury.

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Subject to its objections, Unian Carbide responds as
fallows: Denied. Sce Union Carbide’s response to Request No. 8.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 56:

Admit that Defendant did not reduce or eliminate the unreasonable risk of harm posed by
the use of ashestos-containing products at Defendant's Premises.

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Subject Lo its objections, Union Carbide responds as
follows: Denied. See Union Carbide’s response to Request No. 8. )

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. §7:

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all documents supporting
your denial.

RESPONSE: See Genera] Obijections, which uare incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Objection to the cxtent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the attomey work product doctrine, (¢) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cascs regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
between delendant's cmployees or counsel and defendant’s insurers regarding the defensc of this
claim or claims of this type, (c) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprictary
information or confidential communications with any govermnment agency, () the cxpert witness
exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request sceks
information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement il Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to
plaintiff’s request.
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Admit that Defendunt's failure to reduce or eliminate the risk of harm, to Plaintiff was a
substantial factor in bringing about Plaintitfs asbestos-related injury.

RESPONSE: Sec General Objection #5. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as
follows: Denied. See Union Curbide’s response to Request No. 8.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 58:

Il you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all documents supporting
your denial.

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorncy-client
privilege, (b) the atiomey work product doctrine, (¢) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
hetween defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
cluim or claims of this type, (¢) any privilege relating to confidential trade sccrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any govermment agency, (f) the expert witncss
exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, ar (j) any other privilege. Objection 0 the extent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Obhjection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining 1o
plaintiff's request.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO_59:

1 you contend that while at the premises on which you or your ecmployees were working
with asbestos-containing materials, Plaintiff was not exposed to sufficient quantitics of asbestos
dust to produce the discase(s) complained of, preduce all documents supporting your contention.

RESPONSE: Scc General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) arorney-client
privilege, (h) the attomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counse! for defendant and counsel for other defendants in thiy or other
cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication’s
beiween defendant's employees or counsel and defendant’s insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (¢) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrels, proprictary
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information or conlidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the parly communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculated 1o lead o the discovery ol admissible evidence. Objection to
the cxtent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections uand without waiving
samc, Defendant will supplemeni if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to
plaimiffs request.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 60:

I you contend that Plainutr is suffering from an asbestos disease as a result of exposures
other than asbestos dust at the premiscs on which you or your employees were working with
asbestos-containing materials, produce all documents supporting your contention.

RESPONSE: Scc General QObjections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewriuen.
Objection ta the extent the rcquest seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the attormey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases regurding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, () any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, propriefary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discavery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertuining 1o

plaintiff’s request.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 61.

If you comend that Plaintiff does nor suffer from the asbestos-related disease(s)
complained of, produce all documents supporting your contention.

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated hercin as if fully rewritien.
Objection to the exlent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attomey-client
privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) uny applicabic privilege relating 10
communications between counse) far defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relaling to communication's
berween defendant's emplayees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (e) uny privilege rclating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary
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information or confidentinl communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
cxemplion, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privucy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculated to |ead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objectian to
the extent the request s overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in jts possession pertaining to
pluinti[f's requesl.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 62:

If you contend that Plaintiff was not exposed to asbestos dust at the premises on which
you or your employees were working with asbestos-containing materials, produce all documents

supporting your contention.

:SPONSE: Sec Generul Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Objection 10 the cxtent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the attormey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
hetween defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (¢) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrels, proprietary
intormation or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request sccks
information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible cvidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vasgue, smbiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
cxpensive, havassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
sume, Defendant will supplcment if Defendunt has any documents in its possession pertaining to
plaintift’s request.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 63:

Praduce ull documents used, referred to or relied upon in answering any Interrogatories.

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) atlorney-client
privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, {c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cuses regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
between defendant's cmployees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the delense of this
claim or cluims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprielary
information or confidenrial communications with any government agency, (F) the expert wilness
exemption, (g) the wilness statements exemption, (h) the party communications excmption, (i)
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the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly hroad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subjcct 1o the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to
plaintiff’s request.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 64:

Produce any and all documents and other tungible things which refer 1o the document
retention (and/or destruction) policy of Defendant, including the following:

a. Any document retention and/or destruction policies for Defendant that pertain to
documents and records, including but not limited to supplements, addenda,
memoranda, operating bulletins, revisions, or any other superseding 'instructions
that referred 1o the stopping, suspending or resuming of such retention or
destruction policies.

b. Any record retention and/or destruction, dumping, or purging policics for
Defendant that pertain to documents and records created, maintained or stored by
electronic and/or magnetic means, including but not limited 1o records that have
been microfilmed, microfiched, imaged, scanned, or stored on tapes, disks,
diskettes, CD-ROM. databases, elc. or on or within any computer hardware,
backup system, download system, file dumping or other system of information
management, whether on-site or off-site, including but not limited to supplements,
addenda, memoranda, operating bulletins, revisions, or any other superseding
instructions that referred to the stopping, suspending or resuming of such retention
or destruction policies.

RESPONSE: Sec General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if (ully rewritten.
Obijcction to the extent the request sccks information protected by the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (¢) uny applicable privilege relating to
communicasions between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege reluting to communication's
between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of rhis type, (e) any privilege relating 1o confidential trade secrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
information nat feasibly cilculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the cxtent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harussing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Delendunt will supplement it Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to

plaintiff’s request.
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 6S:

Produce any and all documeniation, including but not limited to lists, inventories, indices,
databases or print-ouls thereol archives, storage inventories, logs, or other search sids that refer
ar relate to the existence, exient, type, organization, filing system, method of access; or tetrieval,
and/or location of Delendant's documents (maintained or stored on-site or off-site) described in
the preceding paragraphs.

RESPONSE: Scc General Objections, which arc incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (u) attomey-client
privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding delense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating 10 communication's
between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (c) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the rvight of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
information not (easibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the forcgoing objections and without waiving
samc, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to
plaintiff’s request.

INTERROGATORY NO. 20:

Daoes Defendant have in its possession any books, pamphlets, memoranda, or writlen
materials of any kind or character that would indicate that asbestos fibers, when inhaled, can be
hazardous to the hcalth of human beings? If so, identify the individuals who received,
maintained, reviewed, or disseminated the information contained in such written materials.

ANSWER: See General Objections and Preliminary Statement, which are incorporated hercin as

if fully rewriticn. Objection. This interrogatory is overly broad, unduly burdensome, harassing
and annaying given the parameters and subject matter of this cuse.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 66:

Produce the writien matcrials referred to in the interrogatory sbove.

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (s) atiorney-chient
privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any upplicable privilege relating to
communications between counsel for defendant and counse] for other defendants in this or other
DEFENDANT'S RESPONSES 10 PLAINTIFT'S
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cases rcgarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
cluim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidentiul trade secrets, proprictary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
exemplion, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the exlent the request seeks
information not feusibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject o the foregaing abjections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining Lo
plaintiff’s request.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 58: ‘

Admit that Plaintiff filed suit against Defendant within two (2) years of the date of
discovering his asbestos-related condition or the existence of uny uasbestos -related causes of

action.

RESPONSE: This defendunt is unable to either admit or deny this request for admission because
the investigation for defendant’s responses 1o discovery is still ongoing. Therefore, denied.

REQUEST FOR A SSION NO. 59:
Admit that Delendant is liable for Plaintiffs asbestos related illness.

RESPONSE: SeeGeneral Objection #5. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as
follows: Denied. Sec Union Carbide’s responsc to Request No. 8.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 60:

Admit that asbestos is stil] in vse and/or in place on Defendanl's Premises.

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as
follows: Denied. See Union Carbide's response to Request No. 8.

DEFENDANT'S RESPONSLES TO PLAINTIFF'S
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 61;

Admit that Defendunt no longer uses ashestos on its Premiscs.

RESPONSE: Sce General Objection #5. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as
(ollows: Denied. Sec Union Carbide's response to Request No. 8.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 67:

Produce all documenis that reflect, indicate or in anyway relate ta communpications
between you and any manufacturer of asbestos-containing products concerning or related to the
asbestos contained in such products.

RESPONSE: See General Obijections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewrtien.
Objection to the exicnt the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the attomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cuses regarding detense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defénse of this
claim or claims of this type, (¢) any privilege reluting to confidential (rade secrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any povernment agency, (f) the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witness statcments exemption, (h) the party communications excmption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnccessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying.  Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
sume, Pefendant will supplement it Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to
plaintitf’s vequest,

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 68:

Produce all dacuments disseminated or published by any trade association that contain
information relating to the hazards of asbestos and all documents which refer o such documents.

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated hcrein as if fully rewritien.
Obhijection to the extent the request sceks information protected by the (a) atromney-chient
privilege, () the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases reparding defensc of this case, (d) any applicable privilege reluting to communication’s
between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (c) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
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exemption, (g) the witness stalements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the exient the request seeks
informution not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Obijection to
‘the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnccessarily
expengive, harassing, and annoying. Subject 1o the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to
plaintiff’s request.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 69:

Produce nll documents, that relate 1o any inspections by any regulatory agency for the
purpose of ascertayning whether health or safety regulations were being lollowed or adhered to at
any of your plants. This rcquest specifically secks any and all such documentation referring to
dust hazards, including but not limited 1o asbestos in your plants.

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Objection 1o the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attomey-client
privilege, (h) the attommey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cascs regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
between defendant's cmployces or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietury
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witness stalements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the exlent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculated 1o lead to the discovery of udmissible evidence. Objection to
thc extent the request is overly broud, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnccessanly
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to

plaintiff’s request.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 70:

Produce all safety meeting minures or other documents, that refer to the dangers of
asbestos safety measures to be used in the vicinity of asbestos at Defendant's Premiscs.

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Objection fa the extept the request secks information protected by the (a) attomey-chent
privilege, (b) the attomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counse! for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating o communication's
between defendant's employees or counsel und defendunt's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (¢) any privilege relating lo confidential trade secrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, () the expert witness
DEFENDANT'S RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF'S
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exemption, (g) the witness staicments exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objeciion to the extent the request secks
information not feasibly calculuted to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objcction to
the extent the request 1s ovetly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject 1o the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement i Derendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to
plaintiff’s request.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 71:

Produce all contracls, or other documents that relatc to abatement of asbestos at
Defendant's Premises.

RESPONSE:_ See General Objections, which are incorporated hercin as if fully rewritten.
Obijection 1o the extent the request seeks information protected by the () altormey-client
privilege, (b) the amtorney work product doctrine, (c) nny applicable privilege relating to
communications between counsel for defendunt and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defense of this casc, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (e} any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary
information or confidential communicafions with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
exemplion, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communicalions exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j} any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculated 1o lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnccessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to
plaintiff’s request.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 72:

Produce all contracis, or other documents that relate to the installation of asbestos
products at Defendant's Premises.

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Objection to the exient the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (h) the altorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counse) for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating fo communication's
between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprielary
information or confidentiusl communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
DEFENDANT'S RESPONSES TO PLAINTH S
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the vight of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request secks
information not feasibly calculated to fead Lo the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the extent the requesl is averly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying.  Subject to the foregoing ohjections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement if Deiendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to
plaintiff's request,

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NQ. 73;

Produce all documents that in any way reflect a removal plan arganized written criteria or
schedule far the removal of asbestos at Defendant's Premises.

RESPONSE: Sce General Obijections, which are incorporated hercin as if fully rewritten.
Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) nttomey-client
privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relanng 1o
communications between counse! for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
between defendant's employces or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating 1o confidential trade secrcts, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request secks
information not feasihly calculated to lcad to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection Lo
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to
pluintiff’s request.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 74:

Produce all documents related 1o the medical condition of Plaintiff at anytime during his
work at Defendant's Premises. This request specifically includes any and all x-rays, x-ray reports,
medical notes and/or medical records of any kind, annual physical forms, and employment
records relating to Plaintiffs health.

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Objection to the exient the request seeks information protected by the (a) attormney-client
privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counsel for defendant and counsef for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relaling to communication's
between defendunt's emplayees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (¢) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary
information or canfidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert withess
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exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, ar (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request sccks
information not feasibly calculaied to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the cxent the request 18 overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject (o the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement i Defendant has any documents in ity possession pertaining to
plaintifl"s request.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 75:

Produce Plaintiffs entire personnel file from Defendant's Premises.

RESPONSE: See General Objections. which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the artorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counse] for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (e) uny privilege relating to confidential trade secrels, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) uny other privilege. Objection 1o the extent the request seeks
information nat feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly brouad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing ohjections and without waiving
sume, Defendant will supplement if Deiendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to
plaintift's request.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 76:

Produce all documents that reflect the Jayout of Defendant's Premises, including the
Jocation and dimensions of all buildings and the location and placement of asbestos-containing

products.

RESPONSE: Sce General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Objection to the exlent the request secks information protected by the (a) artorney-client
privilege, (b) the attormey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for ather defendants in this or other
cases regarding defense of this cuse, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
berween defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (¢) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary
infarmation or confidential communications with any govemment agency, () the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witness stalements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or () any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
DEFENDANT’S RESPONSLS TO PLAINTIFF'S
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infarmation not fcasibly calculated 1o lead 1o the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the exlent the request is overly broad, vugue, smbiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
cxpensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to
plaintiff’s request.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 77:

Producce all documents containing any wamings concerning the possibility of injury
resulting from the use of ushestos-containing products or expasure to asbestos.

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Obijection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attomey-client
‘privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) uny applicable privilege relating to
communications between counsel {or defendant and counsel for other defendunts in this or other
cases reparding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege telating to communication's
between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, {e) any privilege rclating to confidential trude secrets, proprietary
information ar confidential communications with any government agency, (£) the expert witness
excmption, (g) the wilness stutements exemption, (h) the party communications cxemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or () any other privilege. Objection to the exlent the request sceks
information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Delendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to

plaintiff's request.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 78:

Producc all photographs of ashestos products in place or ashestos-containing products
being fubricated or utilized at Defendant's Premises.

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Objection to the cxtent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the attormey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cuses regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication’s
between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers tegarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (¢) any privilege relaling to confidential trade secrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection Lo the exient the request seeks
DEFENDANT'S RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFI™'S
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information not (easibly culculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing. and anraying. Subject 1o the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendunt will supplement if Defendant has any documents in ils possession perlaining to
plaintiff's request.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 79

Produce all photographs of warning signs or waming statements which are or have been
in place at Defendant's Premises in the vicinity ol ashestos-containing products.

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritien,
Obijcction to the exient the request seeks information protected by the (8) attormey-client
privilege, (b) the atlorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilcge relating to
communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any upplicable privilege relating to communication's
between detfendant's cmployecs or counscl and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (¢) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary
information or canfidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege, Objection to the exlent the request seeks
infarmation not feasibly calculated 1o lfead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessatily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
sume, Defendant will supplement il Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to

plaintiff’s request.

UEST FOR F

Produce all documents relating o any individuals claimed injury as a result of exposure
Lo asheslos ar Defendant's Premises, including, bul not limited to, workers compensation claims.

RESPONSE: Scc General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Objection 1o the extent the request sceks information protected by the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the atlorney work product docirine, (c) any upplicable privilege relating to
communications between counsel for defendant and counse) for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
between defendant’s employees or counse! and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, () any privilege telating to confidential trade secrels, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
excmption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculated o lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
DEFENDANT'S RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF'S
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the extent the request is overly broad, vague. ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, und annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement if Delendant has any documents in jts possession pertaining to
plaintiff’s request.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NQ. 81:

Produce all documents, including but not limited to, corporate minutes, which mention
the hazards or potential hazards of ashestos.

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewnten,
Objection to the extent the request secks information protected by the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the attomey waork product doctrine, (¢) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counsel {or defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or cluims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any govemment agency, (f) the expert witness
execmption, (g) the witness statements cxemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy. or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculnted ta lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Obijection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, umbiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing. and unnoying. Subject 1o the foregoing objections und without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement if Defendunt has any documents in its possession pestaining to
plainti(f's request.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NQ, 82:

Produce all documents, including invoices, shipping receipts, bills of lading and purchase
orders, related to the purchase of ashestos-containing products for use at Defenduant's Premises.

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Objection to the extent the rvequest seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the attorncy work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counsel for defendant and counscl for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defensc of this case, (d) any upplicable privilege relating to communication's
between defendant's employees or counscl and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or cluims of this type, (€) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the righr of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculated 10 Jead 10 the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
DEFENDANT'S RESPONSES TO PLAINTLR|'S -
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expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to
plaintiff’s request.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO, A3:

Produce ali documcn:s relating to inspections by labor inspectors, insurance company
inspectors or unyore from your company or hired by your company, that included the taking or
measuring of "dust counts”.

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewrtten.
Objection to the cxient the request seeks information protected by the (a) attomey-client
privilege, (b) the uvtomey work product doctiine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counsel tor detendant and counscl for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defensc of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relsting to communication's
hetween defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (¢) any privilege relating to confidential trade sccrets, proprictary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witness statemants exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other prvilege. QObjection to the extent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculated to lead 10 the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Deflendant will supplement if Defendant has uny documents in its possession pertaining to
plaintiff’s request.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 84

In the event that Defendant performed or had performed any dust level counts or
measurements of any of its plants or industrial facilities with respect to asbestos dust, produce
any documents, memoranda, or other writings that in any way reflect the results of such studies
or counts and actions taken as a result of such counts or studies,

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritien.
Objection to the cxtent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorey-client
privilege, (b) the attomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
between defenclant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprictary
information or canfidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witness statements cxemprion, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Obhjection to the extent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculuted to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
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the exient the vequest is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to
pluintifl's request.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 85:

Produce all reports, writings (whether published or unpublished) andf/or other
documentalion writlen, created and/edited by any of your experts that in anyway pertain to
asbestos and the hazards and/or diseases that may result therefrom.

RESPONSE: Sec General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Ohjection o the exlent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the autorney work product doclrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counse] for defendant and counsel (or other defendants in this or other
cuses regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
between defendant's employecs or counsel and defendant’s insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (¢) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any governiment agency, (f) the expert witness
exemption, (g} the witness statcments excmption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
information not (easibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
thc extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensame, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement if Delendant has any documcents in its possession pertaining to
plainti{ls reques.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 86:

Produce oll documents which will be used at the time of trial, including all potential
exhibits and thosc documents which maybe used to cross-examine other witnesses or in rebuttal,
and which you contend are relevant to any of Defendant's enumerated defenses in Defendant's

most recently filed Answer,

RESPONSE: Sec Gsneral Objections, which are incorporated hervein as if fully rewritten.
Ohjection 1o the exient the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorncy-client
privilege, (b) the uttocrney work product doctrine, (c) any applicuble privilege relating to
communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cuses regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (¢) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, praprietary
information or confidential communicarions with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
exemplion, (g) the witness stutements exemption, (h) the purty communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
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information not feasibly calculated to lead 1o the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection (o
the exlent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement il Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining Lo
plaintiff’s request. '

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. &7:

Produce documents between Defendant and any of its worker's compensation carriers
regarding the hazards of asbestos and asbestos-containing products.

RESPONSE: See General Obijections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Objection to the extent the rcquest seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (h) the attomey work product docirine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
between defendant's employces or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (e} any privilege relating 1o confidential trade scerets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, ([) the expert witness
exemption. (g} the witness statements exempiion, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
information not feusibly calculated to leud to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection Lo
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement il Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to
plaintiff’s request.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NQ. 85:

Produce a copy of al) regulations, orders, rules and/or policies which have been used
relating to the safety of the Defendant's Premises.

RESPONSE: Sec Gerneral Objections. which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Objection to the exter the request seeks information protected by the () attorney-client
privilege, (b) the amomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counsel for defendunt and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defens= of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating o communication's
hetween defendant's errployees or counsel and defendunt’s insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (c) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary
information or confidentinl communications with any government agency, () the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Obijection 1o the extent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculuted to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection Lo
DEFENDANT'S RIESPONSES TO PLAINTI"S
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the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnccessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and withont waiving
sume, Defendant will supplement if’ Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to
plaintift's request.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NOQ. 89

Produce all documents which contain complaints by cmployces of the Defendant's
Premises regarding safety conditions and work place conditions at the Defendant's Premises.

RESPONSE- See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewntten,
Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the attorney work praduct doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications betwceen counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (¢) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary
information or confidential communicayions with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right ot privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the exient the request seeks
information not feasibly calculared to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection Lo
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession perfaining to
plaintiff's request.

REOUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO, 90:

Produce sll documents which cantain complaints by Union representatives of Defendant's
Premises regarding safety conditions and work place conditions at the Defendant's Premises.

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein us il fully rewritten.
Objection to the exient the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the atlomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendunts in this or other
cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relaring to communication's
between defendant's emplayees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or cluims of this type, (c) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
excmption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Ohjection to the exlent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculuted to Jead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the extenl the request )s overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnccessarily
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expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing ohjections and without waiving
same. Defendant will supplement it Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to
plantiff’s request.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 91

Produce all documents, organizational charts or vosters which identify the members of the
management al the Defendant's Premises and their arcas of responsibility during the time period
of Plaintiffs work at Defendant's Premises.

RESPONSE: See Genera]l Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attormey-client
privilege, (h) the attormmey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
between defendant's employees ar counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or cliims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary
information or confidential communicalions with any government agency, () the expert witness
exemption, (g) the wirmness statements exempiion, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or {j) any other privilcge. Obijcction 1o the extent the request seeks
inforration not feasibly calculated to lead to the discavery of admissible evidence. Objection (o
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject 1o the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to
plaintif{"s request.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCT]ON NO. 92.

Produce all documents which evidence Defendant's, net worth, including but not limited
to all “10-K" {orms filed for the last five (3) years,

RESPONSE:_See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the () auomey-client
privilege. (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cuses regarding defense of this case, (d) uny applicable privilege relating to communication's
between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim ar claims of this type, (€) sny privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, () the expert witness
cxcmption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
information not fcasibly calculated 1o lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessatily
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expensive, harussing, and anpoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to
plaintit?’s request.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 93:

Produce all documents which evidence Defendant's purchase, acquisition, sale, or transfer of
ownership of Defendant's Premises.

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Objection to the extent the request seeks information protecied by the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the auomey work praduct doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications helween counsel (or defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defense of this case, {d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
between delendant's cmployees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (¢) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculated to Jead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the exient the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendunt will supplement if Delendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to
plaintiff’s request.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. Y4:

Produce all indemnity agreements, assignments of liability, subrogation agreements and
other similar documents reluting to Defendant's Premises and liabilities arising from said
ownership.

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which arc incorporated herein as if fully rewriticn.
Objcction to the exient the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client
privilege. (b) the atorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communicutions between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases regavding defense of this cuse, (d) any applicable privilege relating Lo communication's
between defencant's employees or counsel and defendant’s insurers regurding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary
information or canfidential communications with any govemment agency, (f) the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witness statements cxemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
information pot feasibly calculated to leyd to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
DEFENDANT'S RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF'S
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the exient the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject 1o the [aregoing ohjections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to
plaamtifl"s request.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NQ. 95.

Produce all contracts pertaining 10 work done by contraciors at Defendant's facility,

RESPONSE. See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Objection to the extent the request seeks information protecied by the (a) attomey-client
privilege, (b) the autorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counsel for defeadant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege rclating to communication's
between defendunt's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trude secrets, proprietary
information or confidential communicalions with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
cxemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the vight of privacy, or (§) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discavery of admissible evidence. Objection 1o
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessanly
expensive, harussing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in ils possession pertaining to
plaintiff’s request.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 9.

Pleasc praduce any printed material produced or published by Defendant containing any
warnings concerning the possibility of injury resulting from the usc of asbestos-containing
products or exposure to asbestos”?

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated hercin as if fully rewritten.
Objection to the extent the request seeks infarmation protected by the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (h) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicuble privilege relating to
communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
between defendant's emplayees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (€) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary
information or confidential communicalions with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection (v the extent the request seeks
information nat feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly broud, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unneccssarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
DEFENDANT'S RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF'S
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same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any dacuments in ils possession pertaming to
plaintiff's request.

KEQULEST FOR PRODUCTION NOQ. 97;

Produce all documents and other tangible things relating 1o the Plaintift.

RESPONSE: See General Objcctions, which are incorporaied herein as if fully rewritten.
Objection to the extent the request secks information protecled by the (a) attormey-client
privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (¢} any applicuble privilege relating to
communicalions between caunsel for delendant and counsel for other defendunts in this or other
cases regacding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communicution's
between defendant’s employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defensc of this
claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary
information or confidential communicalions with any government agency, () the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or () any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculated 1o leud to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to
plaintifl’s request.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NQ. Y8:

If you contend that you did not own or control the facility(ies) during anytime period that
Plaintiff worked (or believes he worked) at the facility(ies), pleasc produce a documentation that
supports your contention, ‘including but not limited to documentation pertaining to the purchase,
sale, acquisition, merger, or divestment of corporations, subsidiaries, divisions, or other
corparate entities or assels that included the purchase, salc, acquisition, merger, or divestment of
the facility(ies); such documentation to *include, by way of example and not limitation, pugchase
or sule agreements; minutes, resolutions, annual reports, 10K reports or other state or federal
agency filings, or deposition, trial testimony or affiduvils of your corporate representatives who
arc the most knowledgeable individuals with respect to such matters,

RESPONSE: Scc General Objections, which are incarporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Objection 1o the extent the request sccks information protected by the () attorney-client
privilege, (b) the attorney wark product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendunts in this or other
cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
hetween defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type. (¢) any privilege relating to confidential trade sceyets, proprietary
DEFENDANT'S RESPONSES TO PLAINTIRF'S
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information or confidential communicaiions with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
exemplion, (g) the wilness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the night of privacy, or (j) sny other privilege. Objection to the exient the request secks
information nat feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome. unneccessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement if Delendant has any documenss in ils possession pertaining to
plainui(f's request.
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