to this interrogatory on the grourds that the information or materials it purports to seék otherwise
lack refevﬁnce to the issues arising in these cases and are not reasonably calculated to lead to the
discovery of admissible evidence. |

Abex further objects to tﬁis interrogatory on the grounds that it assumes the truth of
matters not established or matters not in evidence.

Abex objects to this interrogatory on the ground that it seeks to impose upon Abex a legal
duty or obligation to which it was ﬁot subject.

Abex also objects to this interrogatory to the extent to which it purports to seek
information or materials that have been gathered, received, or prepared in the course of litigation,
or which are otherwise subject to the éttomey-clicnt privilege, protected by the attorney work-
product doctrine, the rule protecting materials prepared in anticipation of and/or in connection
wjth litigation, or any other applicable privilege. |

Subject to and without waiving these objections, in the mid-1970s, aﬁd perhaps earlier,
-Abex commenced thé placement of Waming labels on its asbestos-containing automotive friction

products. This label read as follows:

CAUTION: CONTAINS ASBESTOS FIBERS.
AVOID CREATING DUST. BREATHING ASBESTOS
DUST MAY CAUSE SERIOUS BODILY HARM.

Abex does not believe the wording of this warning was ever cbanged. To the b_est of current and.
| reasonably available information and belief, the warning fabels were affixed to automotive
friction product packages.
In 1979 and 1982, Abex participated in the preparation and distribution of a pamphiet

published by the Friction Materials Standards Institute, Inc. entitled “Recommended Procedures
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