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

I N RE: LATEX GLOVE PRODUCTS : MDL DOCKET NO. 1148
LI ABI LI TY LI TI GATI ON :

ALL CASES
CASE MANAGEMENT ORDER NO. 45

REGARDI NG DI SCOVERY RELATI NG TO OTHER LATEX- CONTAI NI NG PRODUCTS

AND NOW this 23rd day of March, 1999, upon conference and

agreenent of the parties, the follow ng i s ORDERED

Thi s Case Managenent Order relates to di scovery in connection

wi th other | atex-containing products as foll ows:

1.

The requests in the Rule 30(b)(6) Deposition Notices (the
“Notices”) previously served by plaintiffs on various
defendants in MDL No. 1148 in many cases request infornation
and docunents generated in connection with both | atex gl oves
and ot her | atex-containing products.

The scope of all such requests included in the Notices is

narrowed as foll ows:

a. In every instance i n which the Notices request testinony
and docunents relating to latex gloves and all other
| at ex- cont ai ni ng products, the Notices will be deened to
refer only to | atex medi cal and cl ean room gl oves.

b. The Notices will be deened to include the follow ng
request, which shall not be subject totherestrictionin
Section 2.a. and regar di ng whi ch def endants shal | produce
designated 30(b)(6) wtnesses to provide Ilimted
deposition testinony and rel evant docunents:

Al'l clains, conplaints or instances

of adverse allergic reactions to
| at ex- cont ai ni ng product s ot her t han



in association with |atex nmedical
and clean room gloves, but only
i nsofar as those cl ains, conplaints
or I nst ances I nvol ve  synptons
rel ated to Type I | at ex
hypersensitivity.

C. The requests included in the Notices have also been
narrowed in other respects both by agreenent of the
parties and by rulings of this Court. Those changes are
not reflected in this Order, but have been set forth in
Amended 30(b)(6) Notices, which include the changes
described in Sections 2.a. and 2.b. of this Oder.

At the nerits depositions of plaintiffs, defendants may engage

inreasonably limtedinquiry regarding plaintiffs’ use of and

exposure to | at ex-cont ai ni ng products ot her than | at ex nedi cal
and cl ean room gl oves and any adverse allergic reactions of
plaintiffs thereto. Lengthy questioning of plaintiffs
regarding their wuse of or exposure to nultiple |atex

contai ning products is not perm ssible, and plaintiffs shal

have the right to object to such questi oning.

Edmund V. Ludw g, J.



