IN THE UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DI STRI CT OF PENNSYLVANI A

IN RE: LATEX GLOVES PRODUCTS MDL DOCKET NO. 1148
LI ABI LI TY LI TI GATI ON :
ALL CASES

CASE MANAGEMENT ORDER NO. 43
RE: PLAI NTI FFS OBJECTI ONS TO DEFENDANTS MERI TS DI SCOVERY

AND NOW this 29th day of Decenber, 1998, upon hearing,
exceptions to the Special Master’s Report and Recomrendati ons are

ruled on as follows:?

1. Ceneral objection no. 1 —Medi cal records and i nformati on
—Overrul ed.
2. General objection no. 2 —Psychiatric and psychol ogi cal

records and i nformati on —Overrul ed. Counsel shall delineate the

difference between enotional distress and a clinical health

di sorder

3. CGeneral objection no. 4 —Definition of “Comunicati on”
—Overrul ed.

4, Ceneral objection no. 5 —Definition of “Latex allergy”

—No ruling is necessary at this tinme. Counsel are directed to
agree on a definition for discovery and should not rely on
techni cal terns.

5. Interrogatory 5 —Plaintiff’s residences —Overrul ed as
to health reasons; otherw se, sustained.

6. Interrogatory 7 —Mlitary service —Overrul ed.

I'n instances in which counsel are directed to resolve the
specifics of a dispute, they should follow the general guidelines
gi ven during the hearing.



7. Interrogatory 12 —I ncone of self-enployed plaintiffs —
Counsel are directed to resolve this issue.

8. Interrogatory 14 — Crimnal convictions — The Speci al
Master’s recommendation is nodified as follows: Plaintiffs shal
submt any felony or msdenmeanor convictions in canera to the
Speci al Master, who will rule on their disclosure under Fed. R
Evid. 609.

9. Interrogatories 22, 26, 28, and 29 —Fam |y history of
al l ergy; drug and nedi cati on use; exposure to snoke; and drug and
al cohol addi cti on —Overrul ed.

10. Interrogatories 30, 36, and 39 —Deni al of Iife insurance
coverage; collateral sources of conpensation; and other persona
injury suits —The Speci al Master’s reconmendati ons are nodi fied as
follows: Plaintiff will submit information to the Special Master,
who will rule on discoverability.

11. Interrogatories 44, 45, 46, 48, 50, 51, 76, and 77 —
Participation in|latex neetings; nenbership in|atex organi zati on;
public statements re: latex allergy; television and radio
appear ances; subscriptions to nedical publications; training or
advice re: |l atex; advice by non-lawer; and date plaintiff hired an
attorney —Counsel are directed to resolve this issue, focusing on

the issue of linmtations.

12. Docunment requests 1-4 — Supporting docunents
Overrul ed.

13. Docunent request 7 —Medical records —NMbot.

14. Docunent requests 11 and 12 — Enploynent records —
Overrul ed.



15. Docunent request 13 —Cost of health plan —Overrul ed.

16. Docunment request 16 — Earnings — Sustained in part;
overruled in part. Plaintiff shall produce or provide
authorization for tax returns going back seven years from
di agnosi s. If wunavailable, Social Security information or
aut hori zation shall be provided for the sanme peri od.

17. Docunent request 19 — Plaintiff’s calendars and date
books —Cverruled. Plaintiff may submt information to the Speci al
Master for redaction of unnecessary information

18. Docunent request 20 — O her personal injury lawsuits —
Overruled. Plaintiff may submt docunments to the Special Master
for redaction of unnecessary information.

19. Docunent requests 24-31 —Conmmuni cati ons wi th enpl oyer;
docunents and articles regarding | atex all ergy; know edge of | at ex;
docunments and articles re: latex allergy; docunents from support
groups; and newsl etters fromorgani zati ons —Counsel are directed
to resolve this issue.

20. Docunent request 34 —Communications with witnesses —
Overrul ed.

21. Docunent request 49 —Docunents concerning allergies —

Moot .

Ednmund V. Ludw g, J.



