6/18/10

5 [ Motion to Require Class Reps to Produce Blood | Defendants
XN r

Samples and Alternative Motion t0 Certify Questions of
Law to the Supreme Court of Appeals & Memo in
upport '

S

Response to the Class Reps Final Proposed Class
194. | Motion Admission Pro Hac Vice Paul J. Napoli, Marc J. w

- Bern, and Tate J. Kunkle

M

Motion to Prohibit, Exclude and Strike the Opinion of
196. | Response to Plaintiffs’ Motion to Prohibit, Exclude and Plaintiffs 7/16/10
Strike the Opinion of Evidence and Testimony of Philip

Evidence and Testimony of Philip S. Guzelian, M.D.
S. Guzelian, M.D.
197. | Reply to Defendants Response t0 Plaintiffs” Motion to Plaintiffs 7/19/10
Prohibit, Exclude and Sirike the Opinion of Evidence
and Testimony of Philip S. Guzelian, M.D. 7
Hac Vice of Napoli, Bern and Kunkle
Enforce Gag Order
200. | Opposition of the Law Firm of Urban & Falk, PLLC and | Plaintiffs -
their Clients to Motions Pro Hac Vice filed by Out of | Urban
State Attorneys

201. | Memorandum Opposing Class Counsel’s Corrected
Motion for Admission Pro Hac Vice of Napoli, Bern and
2

193.

Defendants

Kunkle

02. | Plaintiffs’ Reply to the “Qpposition of the Law Firm of | Plaintiffs 8-11-10
Urban & Falk, PLLC and their Clients to Motions Pro
Hac Vice filed by Out of State Attorneys” : '
203. | Response to Defendants’ Motion 10 Require Class Plaintiffs 8-18-10
Representative 10 Produce Blood Samples and
Alternative Motion to Certify Questions of Law to the
Supreme Court of Appeals of WV

204. | Objections 1o Defendants Proposed Order Granting 8-20-10
Defendant’s Motion to Enforce Gag Order

705. | Notice of Filing of Defendants’ Proposed Order Defendants 8-23-10

Denying Class Counsel’s Corrected Motion for

Admission Pro Hac Vice of Napoli, Bern and Kunkle
Defendants 8/27/10
Plaintiffs 9/2/10

Samples and Alternative Motion to Certify Questions of
Law to the Supreme Court of Appeals of West Virginia

507. | Surreply to Defendants Reply Memo in Support of
Defendants Motion to Require Class Representatives to
Produce Blood Samplings

206. | Reply Memorandum in Support of Defendants’ Motion
to Require Class Representatives 10 Produce Blood




708. | Motion to Allow Defendants to Conduct Serum Dioxin
Blood Tests of Plaintiffs’ Class Soil and Dust Samplees

Defendants

709. | Motion for Pro Hac Vice Admission of Thomas M.
Goutman

710. | Emergency Motion to Preclude Urban & Falk Firm from
Sending Status Letter to Class Members Pending the
Firms Compliance with Court Order Dated 8-19-09

Plaintiffs

7711. | Response of Urban producing list of individuals who no

Jonger want Urban & Falk to represent them

Urban & Falk

712. | Plaintiff’s Response in Opposition to Defendants’
Motion to Allow Defendants to Conduct Serum/Blood
Dioxin Blood Tests of Plaintiffs’ Class Soil and Dust
Samplees B

Defendants” Reply to Plaintiffs’ Response in Opposition
to Defendants’ Motion 10 Allow Defendants to Conduct
Serum/Blood Dioxin Blood Tests of Plaintiffs’ Class
Soil and Dust Samplees

Plaintiffs

Defendants

714, | Plaintiffs’ Surreply to Defendants’ Reply to Plaintiffs’
Response in Opposition to Defendant’s Motion to Allow
Defendants to Conduct Serum Dioxin Blood Tests of
Plaintiffs’ Class Soil and Dust Samplees

Plaintiffs

315. | Defendants’ Motion to Modify the Case Management
Order

716. | Plaintiffs’ Motion to Exclude the Proposed Expert
Opinion Evidence of Defendants’ Retained Experts
Michael Ginevan, Ph. D. Philip Guzelian, M.D., James
Lamb IV, Ph. D., George Maldonado, Ph.D., Donald
Patterson, Jr., Ph.D., Timothy Saxe, M.D., and Timothy
Starr, Ph.D.

717. | Plaintiffs Motion to Strike Opinion Evidence of
Defendants’ Expert, Jay Goldman

218. | Plaintiffs’ Motion to Exclude Opinions and Testimony
of Defendants” Experts, Christopher R. Arrington, PE.,
and Douglas Smith, Ph.D.

519. | Plaintiffs’ Motion to Strike  Opinion Evidence of
Defendants’ Expert, John Henshaw

720. | Plaintiffs’ Motion to Exclude Defendants’ Expert, Frank
B. Friedman, or, in the Alternative, to Exclude Certain
Testimony from Frank B. Friedman

721. | Plaintiffs’ Motion to Exclude Opinion and Testimony of
Defendants’ experts Ray K. Forrester and Frank
Woodard '

7272 | Motion in Limine on Behalf of Defendants to Exclude or
Limit the Expert Opinions and Testimony of Plaintiffs’
Expert Charles L. Werntz, D.O.
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Defendant

Plaintiff

Plaintiff

Plaintiff

Plaintiff

Plaintiff
Plaintiff

Defendant

9/23/10

9/27/10

9/7/10

10/13/10

10/21/10

10/26/10

11/2/10

11/8/10

11/8/10

11/8/10

11/8/10

11/8/10

11/8/10

11/8/10



223.

Motion in Limine to Exclude or Limit Testimony of | Defendant

Robert J. Carr

11/8/10]

224,

225.

227.

228.

Bl

226.

Motion in Limine on Behalf of Defendants to Exclude | Defendant

Plaintiffs’ Expert, Bruce Bell

Motion in Limine to Exclude Testimony of Michael J. | Defendant

Wade, Ph.D.

Motion in Limine on Behalf of Defendants to Exclude or | Defendant
Limit the Opinions and Testimony of Plaintiffs’ Expert,

William R. Sawyer, Ph.D.

11/8/10

Motion in Limine on Behalf of Defendants to Exclude | Defendant

Plaintiffs’ Expert, William M. Auberle

11/8/10
11/8/10

11/8/10

Supplement  to Defendants’ Motion 10 Modify | Defendants

Scheduling Order

11/12/10‘\

Plaintiffs’ Objection to Defendants’ Proposed Procedure Plaintiffs
for providing split blood samples dated 11/11/10 and

emergency request for relief

11/12/10

Response 1o Plaintiffs’ Objection 1o Defendants’ | Defendants
Proposed Procedure for providing split blood samples

dated 11/11/10 and emergency request for relief

11/15/10

231.

Response to Plaintiffs’ Motion to Exclude Opinion and Defendants
Testimony of Defendants’ Experts Ray K. Forrester and

Dr. Franklin Woodard

11/22/10

|

232.

Response 1o Plaintiffs motion to Strike Opinion | Defendants

Evidence of Defendants’ Expert, John Henshaw

11/22/10

Response to Plaintiffs’ Motion to Exclude Defendants’ | Defendants
Expert, Frank Friedman, or, in the Alternative, 10

Exclude Certain Testimony from Frank Friedman

11/22/10

234,

Defendants

Response to Plaintiffs’ Motion to Exclude the Proposed
Expert Opinion Evidence of Defendants’ Retained
Experts, Michael Ginevan, Ph.D., et al.;

11/22/10

|

Defendants

Reply to Plaintiffs’ Motion to Exclude Opinions and
Testimony of Christopher Arrington and Douglas Smith

11/22/10

236.

Response To Plaintiffss Motion To Strike Opinion | Defendants

Evidence Of Defendants’ Expert Jay Goldman

| 237.

Combined Response in Opposition  to Defendants | Plaintiffs
Motion in Limine to Exclude or Limit the Opinions and
Testimony of Plaintiffs’ Experts, Bell, Auberle, Wade,

Sawyer, Werntz, Carr

238.

Memo Obijecting to Class Counsel’s Proposed Order Defendants
Denying Motion to Allow Defendants to Conduct Serum
Dioxin Blood Tests of Plaintiffs’ Class Soil and Dust

Samplees

11/22/10
11/22/10
11/24/10

239.

Reply to Plaintiffs’ Response to Motion in Limine to | Defendants
Exclude or Limit The Expert Opinions and Testimony of

Plaintiffs’ Expert Charles L. Werntz, D.O.

ae

12/6/10 J
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f’zﬁm.

Reply to Plaintiffs’
1imine on Behalf of Defendants to
Opinions and Testimony of Plaintiffs’
R. Sawyer, Ph.D.

Response in Opposition to Motion in
Exclude or Limit the
Expert, William

Defendants

12/6/1TW

241.

[\
N
[\

Reply to Plaintiffs’ Response to Defendant’s Motion in
Limine to Exclude or Limit Testimony of Robert J. Carr

Defendants

|
|
|

Reply to Plaintiffs’ Response 10 Defendants Motion In
Limine to Exclude Plaintiffs’ Expert William M.
Auberle

Defendants

243.

Reply to Plaintiffs’ Response to Motion in Limine to
Exclude Testimony of Michael J. Wade, Ph.D.

Defendants

12/6/10

12/6/10
12/6/10

244,

Reply Memorandum in support of Motion in Limine to
Exclude Certain Proposed Opinion Testimony of
Plaintiffs’ Expert, Bruce Bell

Defendants

le/é/lo

245.

Memorandum of Law Identifying and Analyzing
Binding Precedent of the West Virginia Supreme Court
of Appeals on the Admission and Exclusion of Expert
Scientific Evidence

Defendants

12/6/10

246.

Response in Opposition  to Defendants’ Motion to

Modify the CMO

Plaintiffs

12/6/10

247.

Reply to Defendants’ Response to Plaintiffs’ Motion to
Exclude Defendants’ Experts, Friedman

Plaintiffs

12/6/10

248.

Amicus Brief in Support of Class Counsel’s Opposition
to Defendants” Motion to Modify The CMO

Urban
Plaintiffs

-1 12/6/10

249.

Combined Response to Amicus Brief in Support of
Class Counsel's Opposition and Plaintiffs' Response in
Opposition to Motion to Modify the CMO

Defendants

12/10/10

250.

Corrected page 6 to Defendants' Reply Memo in Support
of Motion in Limine to Exclude Certain Proposed
Opinion Testimony of Bruce Bell

Defendants

251.

12/10/10

Emergency Motion to Modify paragraphs 1 and 2 of
12/17/10 Revised CMO

252.

Defendants

12/10/10

Notice of Motion Seeking a Declaration that Evidence
Derived from Testing Blood Samples is Admissible

Response to Defendants Emergency Motion to Modify
paragraphs 1 and 2 of 12/17/10 Revised CMO

254.

Motion Seeking a Declaration that Evidence Derived
from Testing Blood Samples is Admissible

255.

Plaintiffss Motion to Exclude Evidence of Class
Representatives Blood Dioxin Levels at trial

756. | Memorandum in Support of Plaintiffs’

Exclude Evidence of Class Representatives’ Blood

Dioxin Levels.

Defendants

Plaintiffs

Defendants

12/22/10

12/22/10

12/23/10

Plaintiffs

12/23/10

Motion to Plaintiffs

1/3/11
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257.

‘ Memorandum of Law in Support of Defendants” Motion Defendants 1/3/11 \
Seeking a Declaration that Evidence Derived from

258.

259.

260.

261.

262.

263.

264.

265.

266.

267.

269.

270.

271.

272.

273.

274.

Testing Blood Samples of the Class Representatives and
other Class Members Is Relevant and Admissible
(Exhibits & Case law)

Memorandum of Law Opposing Plaintiffs> Motion to Defendants
Exclude Evidence of Class Representatives’ Blood

Dioxin Levels at Trial (Caselaw)

Defendants” Reply in Support of Motion Seeking a Defendants
Declaration that Evidence Derived from Testing Blood

Samples of the Class Representatives and Other Class

Members is Relevant and Admissible

1/14/11

1/18/11

Plaintiffs’ Reply to Defendants’ Memorandum of Law | Plaintiffs
Opposing Plaintiffs’ Motion to Exclude Evidence of

Class Representatives’ Blood Dioxin Levels at Trial

Plaintiffs Motion to Strike Plaintiffs
Defendants’ Response Memorandum of Law in | Defendants
Opposition to Plaintiffs’ Motion to Strike :
Motion to Strike Forrester Plaintiffs

Response to Plaintiffs’ Motion to Exclude Suppl. Report Defendants

and Opinions of Ray Forrester

Motion for Summary Judgment and Memo in Support Akzo Nobel

1/18/11

1/20/11
1/25/11

1/28/11

2/4/11

2/9/11

Reply to Defendants Response to Plaintiffs Motion to Plaintiffs
Exclude Suppl. Report and Opinions of Ray Forrester

Plaintiffs Notice of Withdrawal of Plaintiffs Motion to | Plaintiffs
Exclude Suppl. Report and Opinions of Ray Forrester

Motion for Partial Judgment on the Pleadings as to the Defendants
Medical Monitoring Class’ Claim for Punitive Damages

and Memorandum in Support

Motion for Summary Judgment as to the Claims of All | Defendants
Property Class Members Who Own Non-Residential

Property and Memo in Support of

Motion for Summary Judgment as to Claims of the | Defendants
Property Class for Lack of Evidence Regarding Property

Value (Caselaw)

Flexsys’ Motion for Summary Judgment and Memo in | Defendants

Support of.

Suppl. Motion in Limine to Exclude Plaintiffs, Expert, Defendants
William Auberle with Case Law

Suppl. Motion in Limine to Exclude Plaintiffs, Expert, | Defendants
Charles Werntz with Case Law
Suppl. Motion in Limine to Exclude Plaintiffs, Expert, | Defendants
William Sawyer with Case Law

17

2/9/11

2/10/11

2/21/11

2/28/11

3/3/11

3/3/11

3/11/11

3/11/11

311/11




575. | Defendants’ Motion for Summary Judgment on Class | Defendants 3/30/11
Members Claims of the Medical Monitoring Who Fall

Outside of Sawyer Dose Groups and Memo in Support

and Non WV Case Law J
Defendants’ Motion for Partial Summary Judgment on Defendants 3/31/11
Class Members Claims for Medical Monitoring Whose
Exposure Occurred Outside Certain Geographic Areas
and Memo in Support and Non WV Case

777. | Plaintiffs’ Response in Opposition 10 Defendants’ | Plaintiffs 4/1/11
Motion for Partial Summary Judgment on the Pleadings
279.

as to the Medical Monitoring Class Claim for Punitive
Damages
Plaintiffs’ Response in Opposition  to Defendants’ | Plaintiffs 4/1/11
Motion for Summary Judgment as to the Claims of the

Property Class for Lack of Evidence of Property Value
Plaintiffss Response in Opposition  to Defendants’
Motion for Partial Summary Judgment as to the Claims
of all Property Class Members who own non-residential
property
Plaintiffs Combined Response in Opposition to the
Summary Judgment Motions of Akzo Nobel Chemicals
and the Flexsys Defendants
Amicus Brief in Support of Class Counsel’s Opposition
to .Defendants’ Akzo Nobel Chemical’s Motion for
Summary Judgment

Plaintiffs’ Motion to Extend Date for Filing Daubert
Styled motions regarding experts Patterson and Guzelian
pending completion of expert depositions

Defendants’ Motion 10 Strike the Sham Affidavit of 4/15/11
Robert Carr and to Exclude all Related Testimony

Reply in Support of Defendants’ Motion for Summary Defendants 4/15/11
Judgment as to the Claims of all Property Class

Members Who Own Non-Residential Property

Reply to Class Counsel’s Response Regarding Akzo 4/15/11
Nobel Chemical Inc.’s Motion for Summary Judgment

Reply in support of Defendants’ Motion for partial | Defendants 4/15/11
Judgment on the Pleadings as to the Medical Monitoring

Class’ Claim for Punitive Damages

787. | Reply to Plaintiffs’ Response 1 Opposition 10 Defendants 4/15/11
Defendants’ Motion for Summary Judgment as to

Claims of the Property Class for Lack of Evidence
Regarding Property Value

Plaintiffs 4/1/11

Plaintiffs 4/1711

280.

Plaintiffs -1 4111

Urban

281.

Plaintiffs 4/11/11

283.

| S

288. | Reply to Plaintiffs’ Response in Opposition to Flexsys Defendants 4/15/11
Defendants’ Motion for Summary Judgment
789, | Motion to Preclude Briefing from All Attorneys Other Defendants 4/15/11

Than Class Counsel
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290. | Motion 10 Fxclude Defendants’ Expert George | Plaintiffs 4/18/11
Maldonado, Ph.D.

201. | Motion to Preclude Defense Experts “from Offering | Plaintiffs 4/18
Opinions with respect to the meaning, cOIrectness and/or

interpretations of laws and regulations

7972, | Motion to Exclude Expert Testimony of Certain Defense Plaintiffs 4/18/11
Experts re the existence and background concentration
of dioxin and comparisons of the available plaintiffs
samples to such background levels based on their
deference to Patterson for the derivation of the levels

293, | Class Counsel’s Motion -in Limine t0 Limit Certain | Plaintiffs 4/18/11
Experts 1D by the Defendants from Describing
NHANES serum lipid concentration level results as a

range of normals

704. | Motion for Summary Judgment as to Certain Property | Defendants
Class Members Based on Deed Convenants and
Conditions

4/21/11

795. | Motion in Limine to Preclude Disparaging Comments | Defendants 4/21/11

About Defendants Expert and Fact Witnesses

296. | Motion in Limine to Preclude References to the Class | Defendants 4/21/11
Affected Area
297.

97. | Response Opposing Class Counsels Motion In Limine to | Defendants 5/2/11
Limit Certain Experts (Lamb, Starr, Giesy, Maldonado,
Forrester, Ginevan) from Describing NHANES Serum
Lipid Concentration Level Results as a range of normals

298. | Response To Plaintiffs’ Motion To Preclude Defense Defendants 5/12/11
Experts From Offering Opinions With Respect To The

Meaning, Correctness And/Or Interpretations Of Laws
And Regulations
Expert George Maldonado, PH.D.

300. | Response 10 plaintiffs' motion to exclude expert Defendants 512/11
testimony of certain defense experts regarding the
existence and background concentration of dioxin and
comparisons of the available plaintiffs samples to such

background levels based on their deference to Dr.
Patterson for the Derivation of the Levels

Plaintiffs’ Response in Opposition to defendants Motion Plaintiffs 5/2/11
to Strike the Sham Affidavit and Report of Robert Carr
and to Exclude all Related Testimony

302. | Opposition to Urban & Falk Team 10 Defendants’ | Plaintiffs -1 5/2/11
Motion to Preclude Briefing from all Attorneys other | Urban
than Counsel
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Plaintiffs’ Response 10 Court’s Request for More Plaintiffs

Information Pertaining to the Plaintiffs Response to the
Flexsys and Solutia Defendants Motions for Summary

Judgment

5/3/11 \

305.

Reply Memo in Support of Defendants” Motion to Strike | Defendants
the Sham Affidavit and Report to Robert Carr and to
Exclude all Related Testimony

5/4/11

Plaintiffs’ Motion to Reopen Discovery for the Limited | Plaintiffs
Purpose of Requiring Monsanto to Disclose its total
Payments to Exponent for any and all Service at anytime

5/4/11

Motion to Exclude the Opinions of the Defendants’ | Plaintiffs
Expert Donald Patterson
(includes new affidavit of Sawyer)

5/6/11

307.

Motion Corrected to Exclude the Opinions of the Plaintiffs
Defendants’ Expert Donald Patterson
(includes new affidavit of Sawyer)

5/8/11

308.

Plaintiffs’ Motion in Limine on Behalf of Plaintiffs to Plaintiff
Exclude or Limit the Opinions and Testimony of
Defendants’ Expert, Philip S. Guzelian, M.D.

5/9/11

309.

Plaintiffs’ Reply to Defendants’ Response to Plaintiffs’ | Plaintiff
Motion to Exclude Defendants’ Expert, George
Maldonado, PH.D.

5/9/11

Plaintiffs Response 1n Opposition 1o Defendants’ | Plaintiff
Motion in Limine to Exclude or Limit the Expert
Opinions and Testimony of Plaintiffs’ Expert Charles L.
Werntz, D.O.

5/9/11

Plaintiffs’ Response in Opposition 10 Defendants’ | Plaintiff
Supplemental Memorandum of Law in Support of
Motion in Limine on Behalf of Defendants to Exclude or
Limit the Opinions and Testimony of Plaintiffs’ Expert,
William R. Sawyer, PH.D.

5/9/11

312.

Plaintiffs Reply to Defendants Response to Exclude Plaintiff
Defense Experts Ray K. Forrester and Franklin Woodard
Ph.D.

5/9/11

313.

Plaintiffs’ Notice of Withdrawal of Motion to Strike the | Plaintiff

Opinion Evidence of Defendants’ Expert Jay Goldman

5/10/11

314.

Plaintiffs’ Response to Supplement to Motion in Limine | Plaintiff
on Behalf of Defendants t0 Exclude Plaintiffs’ Expert,
William M. Auberle

Plaintiffs Reply to Defendants’ Response Opposing Plaintiff
Class Counsel Motion in Limine to Limit Certain
Experts Identified by the Defendants from Describing
NHANES Serum Lipid Concentration Level Results as a
“Range of Normals”

5/10/11

5/10/11
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‘ 316. | Plaintiffs’ Reply to Defendants’ Response to Plaintiff’s
Motion to Strike Opinion Evidence of Defendants’

Plaintiff \ 5/10/11 \

Expert, John Hanshaw

Plaintiffs’ Reply to Defendants’ Response to Plaintiffs’
Motion to Exclude Expert Testimony of Certain Defense
Experts Regarding the Existence and Background
Concentration of “Dioxin” and Comparisons of the
Available Plaintiffs Samples to Such Background Levels
Based on Their Difference to Dr. Patterson for the
Derivation of the Levels

Plaintiff

5/10/11

Plaintiffs’ Reply to Defendants” Reply to Plaintiffs’ | Plaintiff
Motion to Exclude Opinions and Testimony of
Defendants Experts Christopher R. Arrington, P.E., and

Douglas Smith, Ph.D.

5/10/11

319. | Plaintiffs Reply to Defendants’ Response t0 Plaintiffs> | Plaintiff
Motion to Preclude Defense Experts from Offering

Opinions with Respect 10 the Meaning, Correctness

5/10/11

and/or Interpretations of Laws and Regulations

320. | Defendants’ Motion in Limine to Preclude Class | Defendant
Counsel from Offering Evidence of Argument that Any
Dioxin Exposure - No Matter How Small - Is Harmful or
Requires Medical Monitoring

5/10/11

i

Request for Plasma Dioxin Testing as a Component of

321. | Defendants’ Motion for Summary Judgment Regarding | Defendant
Medical Monitoring

5/10/11

|

322. | Plaintiffs’ Reply to Defendants’ Response Opposing Plaintiff
Class Counsel’s Motion in Limine to Limit Certain
Experts Identified by the Defendants from Describing
NHANES Serum Lipid Concentration Level Results as a
“Range of Normals”

5/10/11

123, | Motion for Summary Judgment on Plaintiffs’ Strict | Defendants
Liability Claim and Memo in Support

324. | Motion to Require Class Counsel to ID Proposed Rule Defendants
404(b) Evidence
325. | Defendants’ Reply to Plaintiffs’ Response in Opposition
to Defendants’ Motion in Limine to Exclude or Limit
the Expert Opinions and Testimony of Plaintiffs’ Expert
Charles Werntz

Monsanto
Company

5/13/11

5/13/11

5/16/11

Monsanto
Company

326. | Defendants’ Reply to Plaintiffs’ Response in Opposition
to Defendants’ Suppl. Memo of Law in Support of
Motion in Limine to Exclude or Limit the opinions and
testimony of plaintiffs’ expert, William Sawyer

5/16/11

on in Limine to Sequester Witnesses during Trial Monsanto

| 5/19/11
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328, | Defendants’ Motion for Partial Summary Judgment as to | Monsanto 5/20/11
Request to Recover Medical Monitoring Expenses for \ \

\ Non-Cancer Diseases |

329. | Defendants’ Motion for Partial Summary Judgment | Monsanto 5/23/11

ased on the Government Contractor Defense

B
330. | Defendants’ Motion for Summary Judgment Against | Monsanto \5/23/11

Medical Monitoring Class Members Whose Blood
Dioxin Levels Have Not Been Tested
331. | Defendants’ Motion for Summary Judgment on Monsanto \ 5/23/11
Plaintiffs’ Actionable Trespass Claim .
332. | Defendants” Motion for Summary Judgment on Class | Monsanto 5/23/11
Claims for Punitive Damages
333, | Defendants” Response to Motion In Limine on Behalf
of Plaintiffs to Exclude or Limit the Opinions and
Testimony of Defendants’ Expert, Philip S. Guzelian
334. | Defendants’ Response to Plaintiffs’ (Corrected) Motion Monsanto 5/23/11
| to Exclude the Opinions of Defendants’ Expert, Donald
G. Patterson, Jr., Ph.D.
135. | Affidavit and C.V. of David Lash in Support of | Monsanto 5/25/11
"Defendants’ Response to Plaintiffs’ Motion to Exclude
Defendants’ Expert George Maldonado, Ph.D.

Defendants’ Motion for Summary Judgment on Claims Monsanto 5/25/11

Monsanto 5/23/11

of Medical Monitoring Class Members Previously
Employed by Defendants

337. | Defendants’ Motion for Summary Judgment as 10 Monsanto 5/25/11
Medical Monitoring Claims :

338. | Defendants’ Motion for Summary Judgment on the | Monsanto 5/25/11
Pleadings or, Alternatively, Summary Judgment on the
Basis of Primary Jurisdiction

Defendants’ Motion for Summary Judgment as to Monsanto 5/25/11
340.

| Medical Monitoring Class Claims Based on the Lack of

Medical Opinion Concerning the Reasonable Need for
Diagnostic Examinations

Medical Monitoring for Certain Diseases

341. | Defendants’ Motion for Summary Judgment Against | Monsanto 5/25/11
Property Class Members Whose Property Has Not Been
Tested For Dioxin

3472, | Defendants’ Motion To Dismiss Or, Alternatively, For | Monsanto 5/25/11

Judgment On The Pleadings Based Upon Lack Of

Subject Matter J urisdiction

343. | Defendants’ Motion For Summary Judgment Against | Monsanto
The Property Class On The Basis Of Conflict

Preemption

5/25/11
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344. i Plaintiffs Motion for Partial Summéry Judgment that Plaintiffs 15/25/ 11

Dioxin is a Proven Hazaraous Substance for Purposes of
Bower v. Westinghouse

Motion in Limine to Preclude Evidence and Arguments Defendants

regarding alleged similar occurrences

Motion in Limine for Instructions requiring jurors to Defendants
refrain from conducting independent research and
communicating information about the trial

347. | Motion to Prohibit Defendants’ Use and Reference to Plaintiffs
the December 2010 Blood Sampling Results of the Class
Representatives Due to Defendants’ Failure to Provide
Plaintiffs With Split Samples

6/1/11

or any other Use of Exhibit 2 Produced by Defense

348. | Motion in Limine o Preclude Any Testimony Regardiﬂ Plaintiffs
‘Expert Patterson For the First Time at his Deposition

6/1/1

l
5/31/11
5/31/11

349. | Motion in Limine to Exclude Testimony and Argument Plaintiffs

Regarding NHANES Blood Data

6/1/11

350. | Motion in Limine to Preclude Testimony or Argument Plaintiffs
Suggesting that the Serum Dioxin results of the class
representatives and others can be _extrapolated to the
Class

6/1/11

351. | Motion in Limine to Preclude Testimony or Argument Plaintiffs
Making Certain Representations Regarding the
Kanawha River Valley Endometriosis Study

6/1/11

352. | Defendants’ Motion In Limine To Preclude Class | Defendants
Counsel From Arguing That Dioxin Is The “Most
Toxic” Chemical Known To Man And Memorandum of
Law in Support

6/1/11

|

Defendants’ Motion In Limine To Preclude Evidence Defendants
And Argument That Asserts Or Implies That Defendants
Had A Duty To Create And Maintain Records
Regarding The Quantity Or Disposition Of Waste From

The 2,4,5-T Production Process

(0%
L
W

6/1/11

S

354. | Defendants’ Motion In Limine To Prohibit Evidence Or Defendants
Argument That Defendants” Alleged Conduct Has
Caused Actual Bodily Injury, Including Information
Concerning Personal Injury Cases

Defendants’ Motion In Limine To Prohibit Class
Counsel From Presenting To The Jury Evidentiary Or
Demonstrative Exhibits Not Previously Disclosed To

Opposing Counsel

Defendants

6/1/11

6/1/11

Defendants’ Motion In Limine To Exclude Computer- Defendants
Generated Simulations Prepared By Class Counsel’s
Experts Or, Alternatively, To Allow Such Simulations

Only Subject To A Cautionary Instruction

6/1/11

|
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357.

Defendants’ Motion In Limine To Prohibit Evidence

And Argument That 2,3,7,8-TCDD 1Is A “Marker”
Indicative Of Conduct Attributable to Defendants

Defendants

6/1/11 |

358.

Defendants’ Motion In Limine To Preclude Evidence
And Argument That Defendants Failed To Conduct Soil
And Dust Sampling

Defendants

6/1/11

359.

360.

Defendants’ Motion in Limine to Preclude Plaintiffs
from Presenting Punitive Damages Evidence in Phase I
of the Trial

Defendants

6/1/11

Defendants’ Response in Opposition 1o Plaintiffs’
Motion for Partial Summary Judgment That Dioxin 1s a
Proven Hazardous Substance” For Purposes of Bower v.
Westinghouse

Defendants

6/8/11

361.

Response in Opposition to Defendants’ Motion for
Partial Summary Judgment Based on the Government
Contractor Defense

Plaintiffs

6/8/11

362.

Omnibus Response in Opposition 10 Defendants’
Various Motions for Summary and PAartial Summary
Judgment as to Medical Monitoring Claims

Plaintiffs

6/8/11

363.

Response in Opposition to Defendants’ Motion for
Summary Judgment Against Property Class Members
Whose Property Has Not Been Tested for Dioxin

Plaintiffs

6/8/11

364.

Response in Opposition  to Defendants Motion for
Judgment on the Pleadings or Alternatively Summary
Judgment on the Basis of Primary Jurisdiction

Plaintiffs

6/8/11

365.

Response in Opposition 10 Defendants Motion for
Summary Judgment as 10 Certain Property Class
Members Based on Deed Convenants and Conditions

Plaintiffs

6/8/11

-

Response in Opposition 1o Defendants Motion for
Summary Judgment on Plaintiffs Actionable Trespass
Claim

Plaintiffs

6/8/11

Response in Opposition to Defendants Motion to
Dismiss or alternatively for judgment on the pleadings
based on lack of subject matter jurisdiction

Response in Opposition to Defendants Motion for
Summary Judgment on Plaintiffs’ Strict Liability Claim

Response in Opposition 10 Defendants Motion for
Summary Judgment Against the Property Class on the
Basis of Conflict Preemption

Response in Opposition to Defendants’ Motion for
Summary Judgment as to all Class Claims for Punitive
Damages

Plaintiffs

6/8/11

Plaintiffs

Plaintiffs

Plaintiffs

6/8/11

Notarized Affidavit and CV of Timothy Lash in Support
of Defendants’ Response to Plaintiffs’ Motion to
Exclude Defendants’ Expert George Maldonado

Defendants

6/13/11

6/8/11
6/8/11
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! 372. | Supplement to Defendants’ Motions for Summary \ Defendants 6/13/11 \
Judgment to Which Class Counsel Has Failed to

Respond
373. | Plaintiffs’ Response in Opposition to Defendants’ | Plaintiffs
Motions for Summary Judgment and Partial Summary
Judgment for Certain Medical Monitoring Claims
Related to Sawyer Dose Groups and Certain Geographic
Areas
374. | Motion for Enlargement of Time to File Plaintiffs’ Plaintiffs
Response in Opposition 1o Defendants’ motions for
Summary Judgment and Partial Summary Judgment for
Certain Medical Monitoring Claims Related to Sawyer
Dose Groups and Certain Geographic Areas
375. | Defendants”  Reply To Plaintiffs’ Response To | Defendants 6/15/11
Defendants’ Motion for Summary Judgment On
Plaintiffs’ Actionable Trespass Claim 7
376. | Defendants’ Reply to Plaintiffs’ Response In Opposition Defendants 6/15/11
to Defendants’ Motion for Summary Judgment on
Plaintiffs’ Strict Liability Claim
377. | Defendants’ Reply Memorandum in Further Support of | Defendants 6/15/11
Defendants’ Motion for Partial Summary Judgment
Based on the Government Contractor Defense
378. | Reply in Support of Defendants’ Motion for Summary Defendants 6/15/11
Judgment as to Medical Monitoring Claims
379. | Reply in Support of Defendants’ Motion for Partial | Defendants 6/15/11
Summary Judgment as to Request to Recover Medical
Monitoring Expenses for Non-Cancer Diseases
380. | Reply in Support of Defendants’ Motion for Summary | Defendants 6/15/11
Judgment Regarding Request for Plasma Dioxin Testing
as a Component of Medical Monitoring
Reply in Support of Defendants” Motion for Summary
Judgment on Claims of Medical Monitoring Class
Members Previously Employed by Defendants

382. | Defendants” Reply 1o Plaintiffs’ Response 10 Defendants 6/15/11
Defendants’ Motion for Summary Judgment on Class
Claims for Punitive Damages

384.

6/14/11

6/14/11

Defendants 6/15/11

Reply In Support Of Defendants’ Motion For Judgment | Defendants 6/15/11

On The Pleadings Or, Alternatively, Summary Judgment

On The Basis Of Primary Jurisdiction

Reply in Support of Defendants’ Motion for Summary Defendants 6/15/11

Judgment Against the Property Class on the Basis of
Conflict Preemption

385. | Reply In Support Of Defendants’ Motion To Dismiss | Defendants 6/15/11
Or, Alternatively, For Judgment On The Pleadings

Based Upon Lack Of Subject Matter J urisdiction
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Defendants® Reply 1o Plaintiffs’ Response to Defendants 6/15/11
Defendants” Motion for Summary Judgment Against
Medical Monitoring Class Members Whose Blood

Reply in Support of Defendants’ Motion for Partial | Defendants 6/15/11

Summary Judgment as to Medical Monitoring for

Reply Memorandum in Support of Defendants’ Motion | Defendants 6/15/11
for Summary Judgment as t0 Medical Monitoring Class
Claims Based on the Lack of Medical Opinion

Concerning the Reasonable Need for Diagnostic

Defendants’ Reply To Plaintiffs’ Response In Defendants 6/15/11
Opposition To Defendants Motion For Summary
Judgment As To Certain Property Class Members Based

Defendants’ Reply to Plaintiffs’ Response to Defendants 6/15/11
Defendants’ Motion for Summary Judgment Against
Property Class Members Whose Property Has Not Been

Response to Plaintiffs’ Motion in Limine to Exclude Defendants 6/15/11
Testimony and Argument Regarding NHANES Blood

Defendants’ Response to Plaintiffs Motion to Prohibit Defendants 6/15/11
Defendants’ Use and References to the December 2010
Blood Sampling Results of the Class Representatives
Due to Defendants’ Failure to Provide Plaintiff with

Defendants’ Reservation of Right to Respond to Defendants ~ | 6/15/11
Plaintiffs’ Motion in Limine to Preclude Any Testimony
Regarding or Any Other Use of “Exhibit 27 Produced
By Defense Expert Patterson for the First Time At His
Deposition Pending Plaintiffs’ Supplemental Filing

Defendants’” Response to Plaintiffs’ Motion in Limine to Defendants 6/15/11
Preclude Testimony or Argument Making Certain
Representations Regarding the Kanawha River Valley

Defendants’ Response To Plaintiffs’ Motion In Limine Defendants 6/15/11
To Preclude Testimony Or Argument Suggesting That
The Serum Dioxin Results Of The Class Representative

386. |
Dioxin Levels Have Not Been Tested
\* 387.
Certain Diseases
388.
Examinations
389.
On Deed Covenants And Conditions
390.
Tested for Dioxin
391.
Data
392.
Split Samples
393,
394.
Endometriosis Study
395.
And Others Can Be Extrapolated To The Class
306.

Response in Opposition to Defendants’ Motion in Plaintiffs 6/15/11
Limine to Prohibit Evidence and Argument that 2,3,7,8-
TCDD is a Marker Indicative of Conduct Attributable to
Defendants
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Motion in Limine to Preclude Evidence and Argument

Regarding Alleged Similar Occurrences and Defendants
Motion to Disclose Rule 404(B) Evidence
Reply to Defendants’ Response in Opposition 10 Plaintiffs
Plaintiffs’ Motion for Partial Summary Judgment that
dioxin is a proven hazardous substance for purposes of
Bower v. Westinghouse
Response in Opposition 10 Defendants’ Motion in
Limine to Preclude Evidence and Argument that
Defendants Failed to Conduct Soil and Dust Sampling
Response 1n Opposition 10 Defendants’ Motion in Plaintiffs
Limine to Preclude Plaintiffs from Presenting Punitive

Damage Evidence in Phase 1 of the trial
401. | Response to Defendants’ Motion in Limine to Sequester Plaintiffs
Witnesses During Trial

402. | Response in Opposition 10 Defendants’ Motion in \Plaintiffs 6/15/11

{ 397. xPla'mtiffs’ Response in Opposition 10 Defendants’ | Plaintiffs 6/15/11 \

6/15/11

Plaintiffs 6/15/11

6/15/11

6/15/11

Limine to Preclude Disparaging Comments about
Defendants Expert and Fact Witnesses
403. | Response to Defendants’ Motion in Limine to Preclude
References to the Class Affected Area
404. | Response 1o Defendants’ Motion in Limine for
Instructions  Requiring ~ Jurors to Refrain from
Conducting Independent Research and Communicating
Information About the Trial

Response in Opposition 10 Defendants’ Motion in Plaintiffs 6/15/11
Limine to Exclude Computer-Generated Simulations

Prepared by Class Counsel’s Experts or Alternatively to

Allow Such Simulations Only Subject to a Cautionary '

Plaintiffs 6/15/11

Plaintiffs 6/15/11

Instruction

Response in Opposition to Defendants Motion in Limine Plaintiffs 6/15/11
to Prohibit Class Counsel from Presenting to the Jury

Evidence or Demonstrative Exhibits not previously

disclosed to opposing counsel

Response in Opposition to Defendants’ Motion In Plaintiffs 6/15/11
Limine To Preclude Class Counsel From Arguing That

Dioxin Is The “Most Toxic” Chemical Known To Man
Plaintiffs 6/15/11

Response in Opposition 1o Defendants’ Motion In
Limine To Prohibit Evidence Or Argument That
Defendants’ Alleged Conduct Has Caused Actual Bodily
Injury, Including Information Concerning Personal
Injury Cases
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Plaintiffs 61511

esponse in Opposition 1o Defendants’ Motion in
Limine to Preclude Class Counsel from Offering
Evidence of Argument that Any Dioxin Exposure - No
Matter How Small - Is Harmful or Requires Medical
Monitoring
410. | Response in Opposition 10 Defendants’ Motion In Plaintiffs 6/15/11
Limine To Preclude Evidence And Argument That
Asserts Or Implies That Defendants Had A Duty To
Create And Maintain Records Regarding The Quantity
Or Disposition Of Waste From The 2,4,5-T Production
Process
411. | Plaintiffs’ Suppl. Motion in Limine to Preclude any Plaintiffs 6/21/11
Testimony Re or any Other Use of Exhibit 2 Produced
by Defense Expert Patterson for the First Time at His
Deposition
Reply in Support of Defendants’ Motion in Limine 10
Sequester Witnesses During Trial
413. | Reply in Support of Defendants’ Motion in Limine to Defendants 6/22/11
Exclude Computer-Generated Simulations Prepared by
Class Counsel’s Experts of, Alternatively, to Allow
Such Simulations Only Subject to A Cautionary
Instruction
414. | Reply in Support of Motion in Limine 10 Preclude Defendants 6/22/11
Disparaging Comments About Defendants” Expert and
Fact Witnesses
415. | Reply to Plaintiffs’ Response t0 Defendants’ Motion in Defendants 6/22/11
Limine to Preclude Plaintiffs From Presenting Punitive
Damages Evidence in Phase 1 of the Trial
W
Preclude References to the Class “Affected” Area
417. | Reply In Support Of Defendants’ Motion In Limine To | Defendants 6/22/11
Preclude Evidence And Argument That Defendants
Failed To Conduct Soil And Dust Sampling
418. | Reply In Support Of Defendants’ Motion In Limine To | Defendants 6/22/11
Prohibit Evidence And Argument That 2,3,7,8-TDDD Is
A “Marker” Indicative Of Conduct Attributable To
Defendants
419. | Reply in Support of Defendants’ Motion in Limine to Defendants 6/22/11
Preclude Class Counsel from Offering Evidence or
Argument that Any Dioxin Exposure — No Matter How
Small — Is Harmful or Reg uires Medical Monitoring
420. | Reply in Support of Defendants’ Motion in Limine to Defendants 6/22/11
Preclude Class Counsel from Arguing that Dioxin Is the
“Most Toxic” Chemical Known to Man .
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[ 421. | Defendants’ Reply To Plaintiffs’ Response In Defendants 6/22/11
Opposition To Defendants’ Motion in Limine To

Prohibit Evidence Or Argument That Defendants’
Alleged Conduct Has Caused Actual Bodily Injury,
Including Information Concerning Personal Injury
Cases
4772, | Defendants’ Reply to Plaintiffs’ Response to
Defendants’ Motion In Limine To Prohibit Class
Counsel From Presenting to the Jury Evidentiary or
Demonstrative Exhibits Not Previously Disclosed to
Opposing Counsel
423, | Reply in Support of Defendants’ Motion In Limine for
Instructions Requiring Jurors t0 Refrain from
Conducting Independent Research and Communicating
Information About the Trial A
424. | Reply in Support of Defendants’ Motion In Limine to
Preclude Evidence and Argument Regarding Alleged
Similar Occurrences and Defendants’ Motion to
Disclose Rule 404(b) Evidence
425. | Reply in Support of Defendants’ Motion in Limine to Defendants 6/22/11
Preclude Evidence and Argument that Asserts or Implies
that Defendants Had a Duty to Create and Maintain
Records Regarding the Quantity or Disposition of Waste
from the 2,4,5-T Production Process ]
426. | Defendants’ Response In Opposition To Class Counsel’s | Defendants 6/22/11
Motion For Enlargement Of Time To File Plaintiffs’
Response In Opposition To Defendants’ Motions For
Summary Judgment And Partial Summary Judgment For
Certain Medical Monitoring Claims Related To Sawyer
Dose Groups And Certain Geographic Areas
427. | Reply to Defendants’ Response {0 Plaintiffs’ Motion to
Prohibit Defendants’ Use and Reference to the
December 2010 Blood Sampling Results of the Class
Representatives Due to Defendants Failure to Provide
Plaintiff with split samples
428. | Reply to Defendants’ Response to Plaintiffs’ Motion in
Limine to Preclude Testimony ot Argument Making
Certain Representations Re: the Kanawha River Valley
Endometriosis Study
Reply to Defendants’ Response to Plaintiffs’ Motion in
Limine to preclude testimony or argument suggesting
that the serum dioxin results of the class representative
and others can be extrapolated to the class
Reply to Defendants’ Response t0 Plaintiffs Motion inTPlaintiffs

Defendants 6/22/11

Defendants 6/22/11

Defendants 6/22/11

Plaintiffs 6/22/11

Plaintiffs 6/22/11

Plaintiffs 6/22/11

6/22/11
Limine to Exclude testimony and argument regarding
NHANES blood data
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‘ 431. | Supplemental Brief in Support of Defendants’ Motion Defendants

for Judgment on The Pleadings or alternatively summary
judgment on the basis of primary jurisdiction

6/27/11

432, | Reply to Defendants’ Objections to Plaintiffs’ Amended | Plaintiffs
Initial ID of Deposition Testimony in Lieu of Live
Testimony Dated 3/10/11

|
6/29/11 J‘

433. | Suppl. Response Based on New Legal Authority to | Plaintiffs
Certain of Defendants” Motions Addressing the Issue of
Individualized Evidence

6/29/11

|

434, | Combined Motion and Memorandum of Law Seeking | Defendants
Dispositive Relief as to all Claims of the Property Class

7/1/11

any Testimony Regarding or Any Other Use of “Exhibit
2» Produced by Defense Expert Patterson for the First
 Time at His Deposition

235, | Response to Plaintiffs’ Supplemental MIL to Preclude Defendants'\ 7/5/11

436. | Reply in Support of Defendants MSJ on Class Members Defendants
Claims for MM who Fall outside of the Sawyer Dose
Groups and Partial MSJ Whose Exposure occurred
outside Certain Geographic Areas

7/12/11

437. | Motion for Reconsideration of the June 28, 2011 Order Plaintiffs
Excluding the Opinions of Plfs Expert Robert J. Carr
and Memo in Support of

7/15/11

438. | Response in Opposition 0 Defendants’ Combined Plaintiffs
Motion and Memo of Law Seeking Dispositive Relief as
t0 all Claims of the Property Class.

7/15/11

439, | Surreply to Defs Reply to Plfs Resp in opposition 10 Plaintiffs
Defs MSJ on Class Members' Claims for Medical
Monitoring Who Fall Outside of Sawyer Dose Groups
and Def' Motion for Partial Summary Judgment on Class
Members' Claims for Medical Monitoring

7/20/11

440. | Response to Plaintiffs’ Motion for Reconsideration of | Defendants
the June 28, 2011 Order Excluding the Opinions of

Plaintiffs’ Expert Witness, Robert J. Carr

7/22/11

441. | Reply in Support of Defendants’ combined Motion and | Defendants
Memorandum of Law seeking dispositive relief as {0 all
claims of the Property Class

7/22/11

|

447 | Class Counsel’s Motion to Reconsider the Court’s Plaintiffs
Denial of Class Counsel’s Motion to Exclude Dr
Patterson

7/25/11

Reply Memo in Support of Plaintiffs’ motion for Plaintiffs
Reconsideration of the June 28, 2011 Order Excluding

the Opinions of Plaintiffs’ Expert Witness, Robert Carr

7/25/11
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[ 444. | Rebuttal to Plaintiffs’ Surreply to Defendants’ Motion | Defendants \ 7/25/11
for Summary Judgment on Class Members’ Claims for

Medical Monitoring who fall outside of Sawyer Dose
Groups and Defendants’ Motion for Partial Summary
Judgment on class members’ claims for medical
monitoring whose €xposure occurred outside certain
geographic areas
445, | Motion & Memo in Support of Renewed Motion for Defendants 8/6/11
Summary Judgment, Motion to Decertify the Medical
Monitoring Class and Alternative Motion to Amend the
Definition of the Medical Monitoring Class
Response to Class Counsel’s Motion in Limine & Suppl. | Defendants 8/9/11
Brief to Exclude Exhibit D and Motion to Reconsider
the Court’s Denial of Class Counsel’s Motion to exclude
Dr. Patterson and Motion in limine to limit Dr.
Patterson’s Testimony o
447. | Surreply to Defendants Reply to Plaintiffs’ Response to Plaintiffs 8/9/11
Defendants’ Motion in Limine to Prohibit Class Counsel
from Presenting to the Jury Evidentiary Or
Demonstrative Exhibits not previously disclosed 1o
opposing counsel
448. | Objection and Exceptions to Defendants Proposed Order
Denying Plaintiffs’ Corrected Motion to Exclude the
Opinions of Donald Patterson
449. | Objection and Exceptions 10 Defendants’ Proposed
Order Denying Plaintiffs’ Motion for Partial Summary
Judgment that dioxin is a proven hazardous substance
for purposes of Bower v. Westinghouse
450. | Objection and Exception to Defendants’ Proposed Order
Denying Plaintiffs Motion fo Exclude George
Maldonado
451. | Response and Objection to Defendants Renewed Motion
for Summary Judgment Motion to Decertify the Medical
Monitoring Class and Alternative Motion to Amend the
Definition of the Medical Monitoring Class
452. | Motion in Limine to Exclude Testimony or Argument
Suggesting that the results of Dust Samples from 99
Select Non Randomized Properties Can Be Extrapolated
453. | Motion to Exclude the Results of Class Counsel’s Calux
Testing and Memo of Law
454. | Motion in Limine 10 Preclude Evidence of Medical
Monitoring expenses of Those Diseases for Which
Plaintiffs Have Not Established A Viable claim Pursuant
to Bower v. Westinghouse Electric Corp.

Plaintiffs 8/9/11

Plaintiffs 8/9/11

Plaintiffs 8/10/11

Plaintiffs 8/15/11

Defendants 8/ 1 5/11

Defendants 8/18/11

Defendants 8/19/11
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[ 455,

Defendants’ Motion to Exclude Opinions and Certain | Defendants
Evidence First Disclosed in Dr. Sawyer’s May 6, 2011,
and Memorandum of Law in Support

\ 8/19/11

456.

457.

458.

Defendants’ Motion 10 Exclude Evidence Regarding Defendants
Diseases Other Than the 12 Diseases for Which Dr. |
Werntz Recommends Medical Monitoring  and
Memorandum of Law in Support

8/19/11

Reply In Support Of Defendants’ Renewed Motion For | Defendants
Summary Judgment, Motion To Decertify The Medical
Monitoring Class And Alternative Motion To Amend
The Definition Of The Medical Monitoring Class

8/19/11

i

Motion to Strike Defendants’ Motion in Limine to Plaintiffs
Exclude Testimony or Argument Suggesting that the
results of Dust Samples from 99 Select Non
Randomized Properties Can Be Extrapolated and to
Strike Affidavit of Melanie Edwards

8/19/11

459.

Motion to Strike Motion to Motion to Exclude the Plaintiffs
Results of Class Counsel’s Calux Testing

—18/19/11

- 460.

Suppl. Memo in Response to Defendants Motion in Plaintiffs
Limine to Preclude Evidence and Argument that Asserts
or Implies that Defendants Had a Duty to Create and
Maintain Records Regarding the Quantity or Disposition
of Waste from the 2,4,5-T Production Process

8/22/11

461.

Response to Defendants’ Motion in Limine 10 Preclude | Plaintiffs
Evidence of Medical Monitoring expenses of Those
Diseases for Which Plaintiffs Have Not Established A
Viable claim Pursuant to Bower V. Westinghouse

8/26/11

Electric Corp.

Response to Defendants’ Motion to Exclude the Results | Plaintiffs
of Class Counsel’s Calux Testing

8/26/11

Response to Motion to Exclude Evidence re: Diseases Plaintiffs
Other Than three 12 Diseases for which Dr. Wermntz
Recommends Medical Monitoring

8/26/11

464.

Response to Defendants’ Motion in Limine 10 Exclude | Plaintiffs
Testimony or Argument Suggesting that the results of
Dust Samples from 99 Select Non Randomized

Properties Can Be Extrapolated

8/26/11

465.

Reply in Support of Defendants’ Motion to Exclude The | Defendants

Results of Class Counsel’s Calux Testing

9/6/11

466.

Plaintiffs’ Response to Defendants Motion to Exclude | Plaintiffs
Opinions and Certain Evidence First Disclosed in Dr.
Sawyer’s 5-6-11 Suppl. Report

10/14/11

|
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10/14/11

467. | Defendants” Motion In Limine To Preclude Evidence Of | Defendants
Medical Monitoring Expenses For Those Diseases For
Which Plaintiffs Have Not Established A Viable Claim
Pursuant To Bower V. Westinghouse Electric

Corporation

468. | Defendants’ Reply To Plaintiffs’ Response To Motion | Defendants 10/14/11
To Exclude Evidence Regarding Diseases Other Than
The 12 Diseases For Which Dr. Werntz Recommends -
Medical Monitoring And Memorandum Of Law In
Support

469. | Defendants’ Response To Plaintiffs’ Motion To Strike | Defendants 10/14/11

And Defendants’ Reply To Plaintiffs’ Response To

Defendants’ Motion In Limine To Exclude Testimony

Or Argument Suggesting That The Results Of Dust

Samples From 99 Select, Non-Randomized Properties

Can Be Extrapolated

470. | Defendants’ Memorandum of Law in Response 10 Defendants 10/14/11
Plaintiffs’ Supplemental Memorandum in Response 10
the Defendants’ Motion in Limine to Preclude Evidence
and Argument that Asserts or Implies that Defendants

had a Duty to Create and Maintain Records Regarding
the Quantity or Disposition of Waste from the 2,4,5-T
Production Process

471. | Emergency Motion 10 Preserve the Jury Pool and
Motion that class Counsel be Deemed in Contempt of
the Court’s October 30, 2008 Gag Order Based on Class
Counsel’s Unilateral, Extrajudicial Communications

4

Defendants 10/18/11

Unrepresented, Potential Jury Members and/or Class
Members

72 | Class Counsel’s Reply to Defendants’ Response 10 10/21/11
| Plaintiffs’ Designation of Rule 404(b) Evidence

473. | Reply to Defendants Memo of Law in Response t0 Plaintiffs 10/21/11
Plaintiffs’ Suppl. Memo 1n Response to the Defendants’
Motion in Limine to Preclude Evidence and Argument
that Asserts or Implies that Defendants Had a Duty to
Create and Maintain Records Regarding the Quantity or
Disposition of Waste from the 245-T Production Process
474. | Reply to Defendants’ Response To Plaintiffs> Motion To Plaintiffs 10/21/11
Strike And Defendants’ Reply To Plaintiffs” Response
To Defendants’ Motion In Limine To Exclude
Testimony Or Argument Suggesting That The Results
Of Dust Samples From 99 Select, Non-Randomized
Properties Can Be Extrapolated



475. | Plaintiffs’ Motion for Clarification and/or Modification \ Plaintiffs \ 10/21/11 ‘
of the Court’s October 18, 2011 Ruling on Defendants’
Emergency Motion to Preserve the Jury Pool and
Motion that Class Counsel be Deemed in Contempt of
Court’s 10-30-08 Gag Order
476. | Reply in Support of Motion to Exclude Opinions and Defendants’
Certain Evidence First Disclosed in Dr. Sawyer’s 5-6-11
Suppl. Report
477. | Response to Class Counsel’s Motion for Clarification
and/or Modification of the Court’s October 18, 2011
Ruling on Defendants’ Emergency Motion to Preserve
the Jury Pool and Motion that Class Counsel be Deemed
in Contempt of Court’s 10-30-08 Gag Order
478. | Motion to Quash Notices of Video Deposition and | Defendants
Motion to Stay Discovery, Or In The Alternative,
Petition to File and Brief Motion in Limine, Nunc Pro
Tunc, In Zina G. Bibb, et al v., Monsanto Company, et
al., Civil Action No. 04-C-465
479. | Supplement to Motion to Quash Notices of Video | Defendants 11/11/11
Deposition and Motion to Stay Discovery, Or In The :
Alternative, Petition to File and Brief Motion in Limine,
Nunc Pro Tunc, In 7ina G. Bibb, et al v., Monsanto
Company, et al., Civil Action No. 04-C-465
480. | Motion and Memorandum of Law in Support  of
Defendants’ Motion 1o Compel Class Counsel to
Provide Notice of Class De-Certification to the
Members of the Property Class
481, | Plaintiffs’ Motion to Strike and Response 10 Defendants’
‘ Motion to Quash Notices of Video Deposition and
Motion to Stay Discovery, Or In The Alternative,
Petition to File and Brief Motion in Limine, Nunc Pro
Tunc, In Zina G. Bibb, et al v., Monsanto Company, et
al., Civil Action No. 04-C-465
Defendants’ Motion 10 Compel Class Counsel to
Provide Notice of Decertification to the Members of the
Property Class
Supplement 10 Motion to Quash Notices of Video
Deposition and Motion to Stay Discovery, Or In The
Alternative, Petition to File and Brief Motion in Limine,
Nunc Pro Tunc, In Zina G. Bibb, et al v., Monsanto
Company, et al., Civil Action No. 04-C-465

10/21/11

Defendants 10/26/11

11/9/11

Defendants 1171 i/ 11

Plaintiffs 11/14/11

482. Defendants 11/11/11

Defendants 11/11/11

483.
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484 | Plaintiffs Motion to Re-Certify Their Property Claims as \ Plaintiff \ 11/18/1 1_\

485.

a Class Action on All Issues excluding Damages o1 i
the Alternative, for Permission to Supplement Certain
Expert Reports 10 Account for the Court’s
Decertification of the Property Class and Said Ruling’s
Impact on the Medical Monitoring Relief Requested

Plaintiff's Motion in Limine to Include Certain Plaintiff \11/18/11

Documents and Evidence of Monsanto Company’s
“Other Acts”

486.

Defendant’s Motion Requesting an Order Compelling Defendant 11/23/11
Class Counsel to Update and Correct the Court’s
Official Class Notification Website

487. | Defendant’s Objection and Response 1o Plaintiffs’ | Defendant 11/23/11

Motion In Limine to Include Certain Documents and
Evidence of Monsanto Company’s “Other Acts”

488.

Defendant’s Notice of Objection to Court’s November 9, | Defendant 11/23/11
2011 “Order Confirming Hearing Results”

489.

Motion for Hearing On “Plaintiffs Motion to Re-Certify F’laintiff 11/28/11
Their Property Claims as a Class Action on All Issues

excluding Damages or in the Alternative, for Permission
to Supplement Certain Expert Reports t0 Account for the
Court’s Decertification of the Property Class and Said
Ruling’s Impact on the Medical Monitoring Relief
Requested” ‘

490.

Plaintiffs’ Reply to the Defendant’s Objection and Plaintiff 11/30/11
Response 10 Plaintiffs’ Motion In Limine to Include
Certain Documents and Evidence of Monsanto
Company’s “Other Acts”

Plaintiffs’ Memorandum of Law regarding Statute of | Plaintiff 11/30/11
Limitations

Defendants’ Memorandum of Law Concerning the
Presentation of the Statue of Limitations Defense

Defendant \ 11/30/11

Notice of Appeal (to Supreme Court) and Motion to Plaintiff 12/2/11
Hold “Notice of Appeal” in Abeyance

12/2/11

Defendants’ Motion, and Incorporated Memorandum of | Defendant
Law, to Strike Plaintiffs’ Motion to Re-Certify Their
Property Claims as 2 Class Action on all Issues,
Excluding Damages; 0T, in the Alternative, for
Permission to Supplement Certain Expert Reports 10
Account for the Court’s Decertification of the Property
Class and Said Ruling’s Impact on the Medical
Monitoring Relief Requested

495. | Plaintiffs’ Response to Defendants Memorandum of Plaintiff

12/5/11

Law Concerning the Presentation of the Statue of
Limitations Defense
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i 496. | Defendants’ Response Plaintiffs’ Memorandum of Law Defendant Tz/S/ 1141
regarding Statute of Limitations |

Plaintiffs’ Motion 1o Amend the Parties Integrated Plaintiff 12/7/11
Pretrial Order
Plaintiffs’ Response in Opposition to Defendants’ | Plaintiff 12/7/11
Motion to Compel Class Counsel to Provide Notice of
Decertification to the Members of the Property Class;
and Plaintiffs’ Cross-Motion for Nunc Pro Tunc Stay of
Proceedings with Respect to the Property Damage
Claims to November 3, 2011 Insofar as the Order of that
Date may Affect the Running of the Statue of
Limitations on Members of the Property Class

499. | Plaintiffs’ Reply Defendants” Response Plaintiffs’ | Plaintiff 12/8/11
Memorandum of Law regarding Statute of Limitations
500. | Plaintiffs’ Motion 10 Stay the 11/3/11 Order | Plaintiffs 12/14/11

Decertifying the Former Property Class Nunc Pro Tunc
Pending Appeal and/or for Order Recognizing
Continued Tolling of the Statute of Limitations in light
of appeal
501. | Notice of Intent Not to Offer Evidence or argument Defendants 12/16/11
before the trier of fact at trial in support of the statute of
limitations defense
502. | Renewed Motion for Summary Judgment on the | Defendants 12/19/11
Property Claims of the Individual Named Plaintiffs and
Inc. Memo of Law
503. | Suppl. Submission in Support of Portions of Plfs.
Motion in limine to include certain documents and
evidence of Monsanto Company’s other acts that pertain
to documents that refer to aroclor and/or pcbs
504. | Plfs. Motions and Application for a Stay of the
Execution of the Circuit Court’s 11/3/11 Order
Decertifying the Former Property Class Nunc Pro Tunc
Pending Appeal
505. | Response to Class Counsel’s Suppl. Submission in
Support of Portions of PIfs. Motion in limine to include
certain documents and evidence of Monsanto
Company’s other acts that pertain to documents that
refer to Aroclor and/or pcbs
506. | Motion in limine to include evidence of additional
diseases in light of this Court’s ruling permitting
nuisance and trespass instructions
507. | Plaintiffs emergency motion for clarification
508. | Motion for Issuance of a Rule to Show Cause Why
Calwell Should Not Be Held in Contempt of the Orders
1 of this Court

Plaintiffs 12/19/11

Plaintiffs 12/22/11

Defendants 12/23/11

Plaintiffs 12/23/11

Plaintiffs 12/28/11
Defendants 12/29/11




509. | Response to Plaintiffs’ Emergency Motion for | Defendants 12/30/11

Clarification |
Response 10 Plaintiffs’ Motion in Limine 10 Include
Evidence of Additional Diseases in Light of the Court’s
Ruling Permitting Nuisance and Trespass Instruction

Suppl. Memo of Class Counsel re documents Offered to Plaintiffs \ 12/30/11

Defendants 12/30/11

Show Monsanto’s Notice and Knowledge of the Hazards
of the Chloracnegenic Contaminant in its Nitro Process
512. | Opposition to Motion and Application for A Stay of the Respondents/ | 1/3/12
Execution of the Circuit Court’s 11-3-11 Order | Monsanto -
Decertifying the Former Property Class Nunc Pro Tunc | WVSC

Pending Appeal

513. | Reply to Defendants’ Response to Plaintiffs” Emergency Plaintiffs \ 1/3/12 J
Motion for Clarification

514. | Motion in Limine f0 Preclude Defendants, During Plaintiffs 1/3/12
Opening Arguments from Identifying Specific Alternate
Sources of the Dioxins/Furans in the Class Area

515. | Response to Plaintiffs Motion in limine to preclude | Defendants 1/5/12
Defendants during opening arguments from identifying
Specific Alternate Sources of the Dioxins/Furans in the
Class Area

516. | Motion for an Order Setting Forth the Findings of Fact | Plaintiffs 1/6/12
and Conclusions of Law that form the basis of the
Court’s decision to deny voir dire of prospective jurors
relating to the bifurcation and separation of certain
property owning plaintiffs> claims for property damage
and remediation from their claims for medical
monitoring
517. | Response to Defendants Motion for issuance of a Rule Plaintiffs 1/6/12
to Show Cause Why Calwell Should not be Held in

Contempt of the Orders of the Court

518. | Motion to Strike and Exclude Proposed But Previously | Defendants 1/6/12
Excluded Opinions and Testimony of Class Counsel’s

remediation expert, Robert Carr

519. | Reply to Defendants’ Response to Plaintiffs Motion in | Plaintiffs 1/12/12
limine to preclude defendants during opening
arguments, from identifying specific alternate sources of
the dioxins/furans in the class area :

520. | Suppl. Memo in Support of the Exclusion of evidence Defendants 1/12/12
concerning Aroclor, PCBs and Anniston, Alabama
Production and waste disposal activities

521. | Reply in support of motion for issuance of a rule to | Defendants
show cause why Calwell Should not be Held in
Contempt of the Orders of the Court

1/12/12
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r 522, | Suppl. Memo in Support of Exclusion of evidence Defendants 1/13/12 |
concerning Aroclor, PCBs and Anniston, Alabama
_ Production and waste disposal activities
573, | Petition for Writ of Prohibition and Appendix Plaintiffs in | 1/17/12
WVSC
574, | Motion for Expedited Relief in Consideration of their Plaintiffs in | 1/17/12
Petition for Writ of Prohibition WVSC
575. | Surreply in Further Opposition to Plaintiffs Motion in | Defendants 1/18/12
limine to preclude defendants during opening
arguments, from identifying specific alternate sources of
the dioxins/furans in the class area
576, | Petitioners Notice of Withdrawal of Motion for Plaintiffs 1/19/12
Expedited Relief in Consideration of their Petition for
Writ of Prohibition filed 1-17-12
577. | Class Counsel’s Motion to Rule 28(f) of The WV Rules | Petitioners 2/3/12
of Appellate Procedure to Hold in Abeyance class (Plfs.)
Counsel’s Petition for Writ of Prohibition Earlier Filed
528. | Response to Petition for Writ of Prohibition Counsel  for | 2/6/12
Respondents
529. | Counsel’s Notice of Withdrawal of Petition for Writ of | Petitioners 2/8/12
Prohibition Earlier Filed (Plfs.)
530. | Motion for Preliminary Approval of Class Settlements - | Defendants 2/19/12
version #1 NOT FILED | (dated 2-
WITH 20-12)
COURT -
ONLY
SUBMITTED
TO JUDGE ]
531. | Motion for Preliminary Approval of Class Settlements - | Defendants 2/23/12
version #2 NOT FILED | (dated 2-
WITH 24-12)
Submitted corrected Exhibit E on 2-23-12 COURT -
: ONLY
SUBMITTED
TO JUDGE
532. | Motion to Conduct Hearing Re Certification of | FILED 2/23/12
Conditional Property Class UNDER
SEAL - Urban
533. | Motion for Preliminary Approval of Class Settlements - | Defendants 2/24/12
version #3 (Final) 'NOT FILED
WITH
COURT -
ONLY
SUBMITTED
TO JUDGE
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534.

Motion to Permit discovery regarding fairness and
adequacy of proposed class settlement

Urban

2/24/12

535.

Petitioner’s Motion to hold appeal in abeyance pending
final approval of property class settlement agreement
and/or motion to withdraw appeal subject to final
approval of property class settlement agreement

Petitioners

3/1/112

536.

Suppl. Motion to Permit Discovery Re Fairness
Reasonableness and Adequacy of Proposed Class
Settlement

Motion to permit discovery 1€ mediation and settlement
negotiations to show lack of fairness reasonableness and
adequacy of class settlement due to collusion between
defendants and class counsel

Urban
FILED
UNDER
SEAL

3/3/12

Motion to Lift gag order to allow discussion of
settlement with all interested persons

Urban

3/3/12

538.

Response to Motion to Lift gag order to allow discussion
of settlement with all interested persons

Monsanto

3/12/12

539.

Omnibus Response to Motions of Objectors Urban &
Falk to Permit Discovery regarding the proposed class
settlements

Monsanto
FILED
UNDER
SEAL

3/12/12

540.

Plaintiffs’- Class Counsel’s Response in Opposition to
Urban Motion to life gag order to allow discussion of
settlement with all interested parties

Plaintiffs
FILED
UNDER
SEAL

3/12/12

541.

Response to Urban’s Motion to Permit Discovery
regarding the proposed class settlements and Response
to Urban’s motion to permit discovery regarding
mediation and settlement settlement negotiations to
show lack of fairness reasonableness and adequacy of
class settlement due to collusion between defendants and
class counsel

Plaintiffs
FILED
UNDER
SEAL

3/12/12

542.

Petition for Award of Attorneys fees and litigation
expenses

Plaintiffs

‘3—26-12

543.

Suppl. Briefing to Correct the Record Re: Assertions
Made in Proponents Responses 10 Discovery Motions

Urban

3/28/12

544.

Memo of the Urban & Falk plaintiffs in
opposition/objection to proponents’ proposed settlement
of the property and medical monitoring classes claims

Urban

5/30/12

545.

Class counsel (suppl.) and correction to exhibit one to
petition for award of attorneys fees and litigation
expenses

PIf Calwell

6/1/12

546.

Motion for Incentive payments for named class

representatives

PIf. Calwell

6/1/12
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‘ 547. | Objectors Response to Class Counsel Petition for Award | Urban 6/5/ 12]
of Attorneys Fees and Litigation Expenses
548 | Memo ldentifying Urban & Falk Objectors Urban 6/7/12
549. | Suppl Memo of Urban & Falk Plfs. In | Urban 6/7/12
Opposition/Objection 10 Proponents Proposed
Qettlement of the Property & medical monitoring
classes’s claims
Objection to Class Action Settlement & Attorneys’ Fee McQuade- {6/7/ 12
Request of Class Member Jane Murdock Murdock
Class Counsel’s Report Certifying Completion of the Calwell - Pifs. | 6/11/12
Notice Requirements Set forth in the Court’s Order
Preliminarily Approving Class Settlements
552 | Class Counsel’s Omnibus Response to Various Lay
Objections
553. | Defendants” Response to Memo & Suppl Memo of | Defendants 6/12/12
Urban & Falk Pifs. In Opposition/Objection to
Proponents’ Proposed Settlement of the Property &
medical Monitoring Classes’ [sic] Claims ]
554. | Defendants” Response 10 Objector Jane Murdock’s | Defendants 6/13/12
Objection to Class Action Settlement and Attorneys Fee

Calwell 6/12/12

Attorneys’ Fees and Litigation Expenses
556. | Class Counsel’s Motion to Strike Memo Identifying the Pifs. Calwell

6/13/12

Request
555. | Reply to Objectors’ Response 10 Petition for Award of | Plfs. Calwell | 6/13/12

Urban & Falk Objectors

557. 1 Class Counsel’s Preliminary Response & motion to
Strike to Objector Jane Murdock’s Objection to Class
Action Settlement and Attorneys Fee Request

558 | Class Counsel’s Reply to the Memo & Suppl Memo of

Urban & Falk Plfs. In Opposition/Objection to

Proponents’ Proposed Settlement of the Property &

medical Monitoring Classes’ [sic] Claims

559. | Footnote 4 to Class Counsel’s Reply to the Memo & | Pifs. Calwell - | 6/13/12

Suppl Memo of Urban & Falk Pifs. In|FILED

Opposition/Objection 10 Proponents’ Proposed | UNDER

Settlement of the Property & medical Monitoring SEAL

Classes’ [sic] Claims

Plfs. Calwell \ 6/13/12 J

Plfs. Calwell | 6/13/12

4534795
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF PUTNAM COUNTY, WEST VIRGINIA

ZINA G. BIBB, DONALD R. and
WANDA M. RHODES, HERBERT W.

and NORMA J. DIXON, CHARLES §. and
BETTY TYSON, and VICKIE BAILEY,

Plaintiffs
v :
MONSANTO COMPANY and
PHARMACIA CORP.,
Defendants.
INDEX OF ENTERED ORDERS
No. ' Description _ Party Date
1. Order Extending Time to Answer Complaint COURT 2/9/05
2. Order Extending Time to Answer Complaint COURT 3/11/05
3 Letter from Judge Spaulding setting hearing for | COURT 4/15/05
' 6/2/05 and briefing schedule ‘
4 Order Dismiséing Flexsys International LP and | COURT 7/15/05

Flexsys International Co.

s Notice that case is assigned to Judge Robert C. | COURT - USDC 7/27/05
’ Chambers

6 Standing Order in Re: Assignment and Referral | COURT - USDC 8§/1/05
' of Civil Actions and Matters to Magistrate Judges

7 Memorandum Opinion and Order remanding case | COURT - USDC 11/2/05

g Letter to Putnam County Circuit Clerk returning | COURT - USDC 11/10/05

file
9. Letter from Putnam County Circuit Court | COURT 11/18/05
accepting file
EXHIBIT

tabbies*

3




10. Order Denying Akzo Defendants’ Motion to | COURT 12/29/05
Dismiss

11. Order denying Defendants Joint Motion to | COURT 12/30/05
Dismiss '

12. Letter to counsel from Judge Spaulding regarding | COURT 1/13/06
Akzo’s discovery status and motion to dismiss

13. Letter to counsel from Judge Spaulding stating | COURT 1/13/06
that he will not limit discovery as to Monsanto

14. Letter from Judge Spaulding setting scheduling | COURT 1/19/06
conference _

15. Memorandum Opinion and Order COURT - USDC 1/25/06

16. Letter from Judge Spaulding regarding Judicial | COURT 3/3/06
Investigation Commission and law clerk

17. Scheduling Order for Motion Hearings COURT 3/23/06

18. Letter from Judge Spaulding scheduling hearing | COURT 3/29/06
on motion for entry of order of class certification

19. Scheduling Order for Motion Hearing COURT 5/19/06

20. Order Dismissing Cross-claim of Flexsys Against | COURT 5/24/06
Pharmacia

21. Scheduling Order for Class Certification COURT 5/31/06

22. Order Substituting Counsel COURT 6/1/06

23. Order denying in part Akzo’s Rule 56(b) Motion | COURT 7/10/06
For Summary Judgment And Dismissing Akzo
Nobel Services, Inc., Grants Plaintiffs Motion To
Amend Complaint To Add Certain Akzo
Defendants

24. Order Granting in Part Defendants’ Motion for | COURT 8/9/06

Protective Order




25. Scheduling Order Regarding Revised Timeline | COURT 8/30/06
for Discovery and Class Certification Pleadings
and Hearing

26. Order Granting the Substitution of Named COURT 8/30/06
Plaintiff, Jeanette Winter for Vicki L. Bailey

27. Order Substituting Counsel on behalf of Akzo COURT 9/8/06
Defendants

28. Order Suspending 8/31/06 Scheduling Order and | COURT 11/27/06
Setting Scheduling Conference

29. Voluntary Dismissal Order as toA Evelyn Smith | COURT 11/27/06
Cash ' ‘

30. Scheduling Order for Class Certification COURT 1/9/07

31. Order Regarding Discovery Issues COURT 1/19/07

32. Letter from Judge Spaulding granting motion to COURT 2/2/07
take additional depositions of 45 individuals

33. Order Granting Defendants’ Motion for COURT 3/6/07
Protective Order

34. Letter from Judge Spaulding requesting response COURT 3/15/07
by defendants to plaintiffs motion to compel

35. Order Granting Monsanto Company’s Motion to COURT 3/28/07
Take Depositions of Additional Putative Class
Members Who Have Submitted Sampling Data

36. Order Suspending Scheduling COURT 4/4/07

37. Order Granting Motion to Substitute Counsel COURT 6/4/07
Griffin and Lovejoy for Urban

38. Memorandum and Order COURT - USDC 6/26/07

39. Scheduling Order for Class Certification COURT 7/20/07

40. Order Granting Motions for Admission Pro Hac COURT 7/23/07

Vice of Urban and Mason




41. Order Regarding Various Motions for COURT 7/23/07
Continuation of Admission Pro Hac Vice and
Withdrawal of Pro Hac Vice Sponsorship

42. Memo Opinion and Order Granting Defendants” | COURT 7/23/07
Motion for Designation of Plaintiffs’ Lead
Counsel

43, Order Clarifying the Role of Lead Counsel COURT 9/13/07

44| Order Granting Defendants’ Motion for COURT 9/28/07
Protective Order

45, Order Denying Certain Plaintiffs Motion to COURT 10/15/07
Supplement the Record

46. Sequestration Order and Witness Instruction by COURT 10/29/07
Counsel

47. Order Setting Briefing Schedule Following Class | COURT 11/26/07
Certification Hearing

48. Class Certification Order COURT 1/7/08

49. Letter from Judge Spaulding scheduling hearing | COURT 2/1/08
on motion to compel and Urban motion

50. Letter from Judge scheduling hearing on motion | COURT 2/22/08
to compel and Motion to Alter or Amend
Judgment

51. Letter from Judge Spaulding regarding hearing COURT 3/17/08
on class certification

52. Letter from Judge Spaulding requesting pleading | COURT 3/27/08
on removing or adding class representatives

53. Order granting motion to exceed 75 page limit for SUPREME COURT | 3/27/08
filing an appendix

54. Order Denying Urban & Falk’s Motion for Alter | COURT 4/11/08

or Amend the Judgment or in the alternative for
certification to the WV Supreme Court of
Appeals on Behalf of the Named Plaintiffs Allen,
Agee, Raynes




55.

Order Granting Plaintiffs’ Motion In Writing for

,,,,,, Tvran - 3 .-
Leave to Exceed the Seventy-Five Page Limit

SUPREME COURT

04/25/08

56.

Order Denying Petition For Writ Of Prohibition

SUPREME COURT

5/22/08

57.

Order Setting Brieﬁng Schedule Pending
Defendants Motions at Status and Scheduling
Conference on June 18, 2008

COURT

7/8/08

58.

Order Granting Defendants’ Motion to Quash
Plaintiffs’ Notice of Depositions and for
Protective Order '

COURT

8/1/08

59.

Order directing Calwell to notify other plaintiffs’
counsel of scheduling and cancellation of
hearings and depositions

COURT

8/15/08

60.

Order Correcting Class Certification Order Nunc
Pro Tunc

COURT

9/23/08

61.

Order Denying Plaintiffs’ Motion for Permission
to Take Depositions of the Following Former
Monsanto Employees for Purposed of
Perpetuating their Testimony: McClanahan,
Bailey, Isaacs, A. Bailey, W. Daily

COURT

9/23/08

62.

Letter from Judge Spaulding regarding plaintiffs
advertising on-line

COURT

9/26/08

63.

Order Denying Defendants’ General Objections
to Plaintiffs Request for Admissions and Motion
for Protective Order Restricting Plaintiffs
Premature, Excessive Use of Requests for
Admissions

COURT

10/28/08

64.

Order Denying Defendants Motion to Decertify
Medical Monitoring Class or Alternatively
Amend Class Definition Based on Overly Broad
Class Period and Dose Group

COURT

10/28/08

65.

Order regarding plaintiffs advertising

COURT

10/30/08

66.

Standing Order in Re: Assignment and Referral
of Civil Actions and Matters to Magistrate Judges

USDC

12/1/08




67. Letter setting deadline for response to Motion of | MDL Court 12/18/08
Monsanto for Transfer of Actions to the MDL

68. Order remanding 54 cases to Putnam County COURT 12/19/08
except for Carter case

69. Letter to Circuit Court returning case files COURT 12/30/08

70. Letter from Judge Spaulding on Medical COURT 2/25/09
Monitoring post 1970 issue

71. Order granting defendants motion for plaintiffs’ | COURT 3/1/09
counsel to provide names and addresses of
individuals they represent

72. T etter from Judge Spaulding setting agenda for COURT 3/9/09
3/18/09 hearing

73. Letter from Court enclosing proposed trial plan COURT 3/20/09

74. Order Amending Definition of Medical COURT 4/3/09
Monitoring Class

75. Order Governing Plaintiffs’ Environmental COURT 4/24/09
Testing Project and Related Scheduling Issues

76. Order regarding Urban & Falk/Calwell motions | COURT 8/18/09

77. Case Management Order COURT 12/9/09

78. Order Denying Plaintiffs’ Motion for Permission | COURT 12/29/09
to conduct Limited Additional Indoor Dust '
Sampling for Limited Purpose of Evaluating
Damages Claim

79. Agreed Order Authoring the Release of Medical | COURT 12/29/09
Records

80. Order Amending the Definition of the Medical COURT 3/26/10
Monitoring Class

81. Order Denying Defendants’ Motion For Rule 35 | COURT 5/20/10

Independent Medical Examination




82. Order Denying Plaintiffs’ Motion to Prohibit, | COURT 7/19/10
Exclude and Strike the Hearing Testimony of
Philip S. Guzelian, M.D. '

3 Order Adopting Form of Class Notices and Plan | COURT 36-10
for Class Notification, with Directions

84. Order Granting In Part and Denying In Part COURT 8-24-10
Defendants’ Motion to Enforce Gag Order

85. Order Granting Pro Hac Vice Representation of COURT 9/3/10
Napoli, Kunkle, Bern

86. Order Granting Defendants’ Motion to Require | COURT 9/30/10
Class Representatives to Produce Blood Samples

87. Order Authorizing Pro Hac Vice Admission of | COURT 9/30/10
Thomas Goutman

88. Letter ~from Judge Spaulding regarding | COURT 11/8/10

' defendants motion to modify scheduling order

g89. Letter from Judge Spaulding requesting status of COURT 11/10/10
certain activities

90. Order Denying Motion to Allow Defendants to | COURT 12/7/10
conduct Serum Dioxin Blood Tests of Plaintiffs’
Class Soil and Dust Samplees

91. Revised Case Management Order COURT 12/17/10

92. Hearing on Defendants Emergency Motion to | COURT 12/23/10
Modify paragraphs 1 and 2 of 12/17/10 Revised
CMO

93. Revised Case Management Order COURT 12/17/10

94. Second Revised Case Management Order COURT 1/13/11

95. Order Granting Defendants’ Motion to Modify | COURT 1/13/11
Paragraph 1 of Revised CMO

96. Order Deeming Blood Evidence Admissible COURT 2/11/11

97. Order Regarding 2/11/11 Hearing COURT 2/24/11




[ 9s.

Letter from Court changing Hearing dates and
filing deadlines

COURT

22811 |

99.

Third Revised Case Management Order

COURT

3/24/11

100.

Order Finding that the Requirements Set Forth in
the Court’s Class Notification Order Have Been
Satisfied

COURT

3/24/11

101.

Order Granting Defendants’ Motion for Partial
Judgment on the Pleadings as to the Medical
Monitoring Class Claim for Punitive Damages

COURT

4/18/11

102.

Letter from Judge Spaulding to Clerk directing
him to withdraw certain zip codes

COURT

4/26/11

103.

Letter from Judge to Clerk requesting he draw 2
separate jury panel for case

COURT

5/2/11

104.

Letter from Judge Spaulding to follow up on the
jury selection procedures

COURT

5/9/11

105.

Order granting Akzo Nobel Chemicals Inc.’s
Motion for Summary Judgment

COURT

5/27/11

106.

Order granting Flexsys Defendants’ Motion for
Summary Judgment

COURT

512711

107.

Order Granting Motion for Summary Judgment
as to Claims of Property Class Members Owning
non-residential, ~non-school properties  and
striking the March 2011 Affidavit and Proposed
Testimony of Class Counsel’s Expert, Robert
Carr

COURT

6/1/11

108.

Order denying Plaintiffs’ motion to Reopen
Discovery for the limited purpose of requiring
Monsanto to Disclose its Total Payments to
Exponent for any and all services at any time

COURT

6/1/11

109.

Letter from Judge Spaulding Attached Juror Lists
regarding Questionnaires

COURT

6/27/11

110.

Order Excluding Dr. Guzelian’s Opinions and
Testimony as it Related to Odds Calculations

COURT

6/28/11 J




111. | Order Excluding the Opinions of Plaintiffs’ COURT 6/28/11
Expert Witness, Robert J. Carr

112. | Letter from Judge Spaulding re: rulings on | COURT 6/28/11
Daubert motions

113. | Order Denying Defendants’ Motion for Summary COURT 6/29/11
Judgment as to the Claims of the Property Class
for Lack of Evidence of Property Value

114. | Letter from Judge Spaulding regarding | COURT 7/1/11
Suggestion of expanding Juror Questionnaire

115. | Letter from Judge Spaulding outlining motions | COURT 7/5/11
for 7/12 and 7/27 hearings and other deadlines

116. | Letter from Judge Spaulding regarding 8/10 | COURT 7/13/11
hearing date and re: questionnaire and location

117. | Letter from Judge Spaulding regarding 1. Identify COURT 7/14/11
any outstanding issues from previous hearing 2.
Review current schedule and 3. Confirm the
Court is in receipt of all motions pending.

118. | Letter from Judge Spaulding denying Medical | COURT 7/28/11
Monitoring motions for summary judgment

119. | Proposed Questionnaire Instruction proposed by COURT 7/28/11
Judge Spaulding and provided during hearing

120. | Letter from Judge Spaulding with proposed | COURT 8/2/11
revisions to voir dire and questionnaire

121. | Court’s Proposed Questionnaire Instruction COURT 8/10/11

122, | List of Jurors and information COURT 8/10/11

123. | Order Deeming Withdrawn Certain Motions | COURT 8/10/11
Filed by Class Counsel

124. | Order sealing Confidential Prospective Juror COURT 8/22/11
Questionnaires

125. | Administrative Order assigned Judge Swope as SUPREME COURT | 8/29/11

new Judge




126.

Order setting aside previous scheduling orders
and setting a conference call

COURT

8/29/11

127.

Fourth Revised Case Management Order and
Letter from Swope correcting paragraph 6 of
CMO

COURT

9/12/11
&
9/14/11

128.

Order Regarding Mediation

COURT

9/29/11

129.

Order Denying Plaintiffs’ Motion to Exclude
Defendants Expert George Maldonado

COURT

9/29/11

Order Denying Plaintiffs’ Motion for Partial
Summary Judgment that Dioxin is a Proven
Hazardous Substance for purposes of Bower v.
Westinghouse

COURT

9/29/11

131.

Order Deeming Defendants Motion for Summary
Judgment as to all Claims for Punitive Damages
Moot

COURT

9/29/11

Order Granting in Part and Denying in Part, Nunc
Pro Tunc, Defendants Motion to Decertify
Classes or Alternatively Amend Both Class
Definitions for Failure to Specify a Date on
Which the Composition of the Class if Fixed and
to Clarify Exhibit 1

COURT

9/29/11

Order Denying Nunc Pro Tunc Defendants’
Motion to Decertify and/or Dismiss Plaintiffs’
Claim for Either Remediation of Property or
Diminution of Value, as Both Claims Made
Together are Duplicate

COURT

9/29/11

134.

Order Deeming Plaintiffs’ Motion to Exclude the
Proposed  Expert Opinion ~ Evidence of
Defendants’ Retained Experts Ginevan, Guzelian,
Lamb, Maldonado, Patterson, Saxe, Starr Moot

COURT

9/29/11

135.

Order Deeming Various Dispositive Motions
Pertaining to Claims Asserted on Behalf of
Property Class Moot

COURT

9/29/11

10




rf 136.

Order Denying Plaintiffs’ Motion in Limine to

Exclude Testimony and Argument Regarding
NHANES Blood Data

COURT

9/29/11

|

137.

Order Denying Plaintiffs Motion in Limine to
Preclude Testimony or Argument Making Certain
Representations regarding the Kanawha River
Valley Endometriosis Study

COURT

9/29/11

138.

Order Denying Plaintiffs’ Motion to Prohibit
Defendants’ Use and References to the December
2010 Blood Sampling Results of the Class
Representatives Due to Defendants’ Failure to
Provide Plaintiffs With Split Samples

COURT

9/29/11

139.

Order Rendering Moot Defendants Motion in
Limine to Preclude Plaintiffs from Presenting
Punitive Evidence in Phase 1 of the Trial

COURT

9/29/11

140.

Order Granting Defendants’ Motion in Limine to
Sequester Witnesses During Trial

COURT

9/29/11

141.

Order Granting Defendants’ Motion in Limine to
Preclude  Disparaging Comments  About
Defendants Expert and Fact Witnesses

COURT

9/29/11

|

142.

Order Granting Defendants Motion in Limine for
instructions requiring jurors 10 refrain from

conducting  independent research and |

communicating information about the trial

COURT

9/29/11

143.

Order Deeming Defendants Motion for Summary
Judgment on Plaintiffs’ Actionable Trespass
Claim Moot

COURT

9/29/11

144.

Order Granting Defendants’ Motion in limine to
exclude computer-generated simulations prepared
by Class Counsel’s experts, Or alternatively, to
allow such simulations only subject to a
cautionary instruction

COURT

9/29/11

145.

A—

Order from September 29, 2011 Hearing

COURT

\ 10/11/11 J

11




l 146.

Order Granting in Part and Denying in Part
Plaintiffs’ Motion to Exclude the Opinions of the
Defendants’  Expert  Patterson, Granting
Plaintiffs’ Motion in Limine fo Preclude any
testimony regarding or any other use of Exhibt 2
produced by defense expert Patterson for the first
time at his deposition and Granting in Part and
Denying in Part Class Counsel’s Motion to
Reconsider the Court’s Denial of Class Counsel’s
Motion to Exclude Patterson and Motion In

Limine to Limit Dr. Patterson’s Testimony

COURT

\ 10/12/11 \

147.

Order Denying Defendants’ Motion for Partial
Summary Judgment Based on the Government
Contractor Defense

COURT

10/12/11

148.

Order DenyingDefendants" Motion for Summary
Judgment as to Medical Monitoring Claims

COURT

10/12/11

149.

Order Denying Defendants” Objections 10
Plaintiffs’ Amended Initial ID of Deposition
Testimony in Lieu of Live Testimony Dated 3-
10-11

COURT

10/12/11

B

150.

Order Denying Defendants’ Motion for Partial
Summary Judgment as to Medical Monitoring for
Certain Diseases

COURT

10/12/11

151.

Order Denying Defendants’ Motion in Limine to
Preclude  Evidence  and Argument  that
Defendants Failed to Conduct Soil and Dust
Samples

COURT

152.

Suppl. Order from September 29, 2011 Hearing

COURT

10/12/11

10/13/11

153.

Order Granting in Part and denying in part the
defendants’ Emergency Motion to Preserve the
Jury Pool and Motion that Class Counsel be
deemed in in Contempt of Court’s 10-30-08 Gag
Order Based on Class Counsel’s Unilateral
Extrajudicial Communications Unrepresented,
Potential Jury Members and/or Class Members

COURT

10/28/11

12



[ 154

Order Granting Plaintiffs’ Motion in Limine to
Preclude Testimony or Argument Suggesting that
the Serum - Dioxin Results of the Class
Representatives and Others can be Extrapolated
to this Case

COURT

\ 11/2/11

155.

Order  Denying  Plaintiffs’ Motion  for
Reconsideration of the June 28, 2011 Order
Excluding the Opinions of Plaintiffs’ Expert
Witness, Robert J. Carr and Granting in Part
Defendants’ Combined Motion and Memo of
Law Seeking Dispositive Relief as to All Claims
of the Property Class

COURT

11/2/11

156,

Order that for Putnam county Circuit Clerk to
draw 3,000 jurors

COURT

11/3/11

157.

List of jurors excused provided during 11/3/11
hearing

COURT

11/3/11

158.

Order Confirming Hearing Results

COURT

11/8/11

159.

Order Denying Plaintiffs’ Motion to Strike and
Defendants’ Motion in Limine to Exclude
Testimony or Argument Suggesting that the
Results of Dust Samples from 99 Select, Non-
Randomized Properties Can be extrapolated.

COURT

11/8/11

160.

Order Denying Plaintiffs Motion to Strike the
Defendants’ Motion to Exclude the Results of
Class Counsel’s Calux Testing and Defendants’
Motion to Exclude the Results of Class Counsel’s
Calux Testing

COURT

11/9/11

161.

Order Denying In-part & Granting In-part
Defendants’ Motion to Exclude Opinions and
Certain Evidence First Disclosed In Dr. Sawyer’s
May 6, 2011 Supplemental Report

COURT

11/15/11

162.

Oder Granting Defendant’s Motion to Exclude
Evidence Regarding Diseases Other Than the 12
Diseases for which Dr. Werntz Recommends
Medical Monitoring

COURT

11/16/11

13




163.

Order Denying Motion to Quash Notices of
Video Deposition and Motion to Stay Discovery,
Or In The Alternative, Petition to File and Brief
Motion in Limine, Nunc Pro Tunc, In Zina G.
Bibb, et al v., Monsanto Company, et al, Civil
Action No. 04-C-465

COURT

11/16/11

164.

Supplemental Order 1€ Briefs on Statute of

Limitations due and Plaintiffs’ Witness List due

COURT

11/16/11

165.

Order Granting Defendant’s Motion in Limine to
Preclude Evidence and Argument that Asserts or
Implies that Defendants had a Duty to Create and
Maintain Records regarding the Quantity or
Disposition of Waste from the 2, 4, and 5-T
Production Process

COURT

11/16/11

166.

Order Denying Defendants’’ Motion in Limine to
preclude Evidence of Medical Monitoring
Expenses of Those Diseases for Which Plaintiffs
have not established a viable claim pursuant to
Bower v. Westinghouse Electric Corp.

COURT

11/17/11

167.

Order Denying Motion to Quash Notices of
Video Deposition and Motion to Stay Discovery,
Or In The Alternative, Petition to File and Brief
Motion in Limine, Nunc Pro Tunc, In Zina G.
Bibb, et al v., Monsanto Company, et al., Civil
Action No. 04-C-465 As It Relates to the Cancer
Cases

COURT

11/17/11

168.

Order Requiring Additional | Mediation on
December 27, 2011

COURT

12/2/11

169.

Order Setting Agenda

COURT

12/5/11

170.

Order regarding December 27,2011 Mediation

COURT

12/6/11

171.

Second Order Regarding Mediation

COURT

12/13/11

172.

Order Confirming 12-9-11 Hearing

COURT

12/19/11

173.

Order denying Courtroom View Network access

COURT

12/20/11

14




Order Concerning Court’s Official =~ Class

Notification Website

COURT

12/21/11

Order denying Defendants’ renewed motion for
summary judgment, motion to decertify the
medical monitoring class and alternative motion
to amend the definition of the medical monitoring
class

COURT

12/21/11

176.

Order denying defendants motion for summary
judgment on class members claims for medical
monitoring who fall outside of Sawyer dose
groups and defendants motion for partial
summary judgment on class members claims for
medical monitoring whose exposure occurred
outside certain geographic areas

COURT

12/21/11

177.

Scheduling Order and Order stating motion to
withdraw the motion to hold in abeyance has
been withdrawn

SUPREME COURT

12/22/11

178.

Suppl. Order Confirming Hearing Results from
12-9-11 Concerning Trespass

COURT

1/4/12

179.

Order re plfs. Emergency motion for clarification

COURT

1/6/12

180.

Order Allowing Pooled Photo and Video
Coverage

COURT

1/6/12

181.

Order denying plaintiffs motion in limine to
include evidence of additional diseases in light of
this court’s ruling permitting nuisance and
trespass instructions

COURT

1/12/12

182,

Scheduling Order

SUPREME COURT

1/18/12

183.

Agreed Order filed Under Seal Conditionally
Vacating November 3, 2011 Order Decertifying
the Property Class

COURT

1/25/12

184.

Order adjourning trial proceedings

COURT

1/24/12

185.

Order granting motion for stay until 2-9-12

SUPREME COURT

1/26/12

186.

Order Sealing Jurors Information

COURT

1/26/12

15




1 187. [ Amended Scheduling Order re: petition for writ \ SUPREME COURT | 2/2/12

Order Setting Schedule \ COURT 1 2/9/12

Order granting motion to withdraw petition for SUPREME COURT | 2/9/12
writ of prohibition

Order Changing Schedule COURT 2/13/12

\
J
|
J

Order relaxing gag order for purpose of parties COURT 2/2'4/ 12
joint press release
Order Sealing motion to permit discovery COURT 2/24/12
regarding fairness and adequacy of proposed
class settlement

193. \ Order preliminarily approving class settlements | COURT \ 2/24/12

195. | Order Confirming Hearing from 2-28-12 COURT 3/1/12

COURT 3/2/12

196. | Order transferring cancer cases to Judge Swope

93
194. | Order regarding payment of costs of mediation COURT \ 2/29/12

197. | Order granting motion to hold matter in abeyance SUPREME COURT 3/2/12

198. | Order denying motion to conduct hearing | COURT 3/12/12

regarding certification of conditional property
class

199. | Order granting limited discovery as 10 the | COURT 3/19/12
fairness, adequacy and reasonableness of the
proposed settlement

3/2712

500. | Order Granting In Part motion to lift gag order to COURT
allow discussions of class action settlements with
all interested persons

701. | E-mail from Matt Chapman advising Court’s
granting of Mr. Urban’s request for additional
days (ORDER TO BE ENTERED)

16
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Sampling Plan for the Monsanto Dioxin
Site in Nitro, West Virginia

Prepared For:
The Calwell Practice, PLLC
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INTRODUCTION

The sampling plan was generated at the request of Stuart Calwell, Esq., of the Calwell Practice,
PLLC. A total 250 and 450 potential sampling sites for 70 soil and 100 living-area dust samples,
respectively, were generated within the Class Area. In the case of soil sampling stations, the
Sampling Design Tool for ArcGIS developed by the NOAA Center for Coastal Monitoring and
Assessment (CCMA) was used to generate UTM NAD83 Zone 17N coordinates using a
simplified, random design. For dust samples in residences, potential sampling stations were
chosen by first selecting residences within the perimeter of Zone 2 of the Class Area as
defined by Dr. Kirk Brown in his 2008 affidavit in the Putnam County Civil Action No. 04-
C-465, Virdie Allen et al. v. Monsanto Company, et al. A subset of 350 residences distributed
within Brown's Zones 2, 3, and 4 was drawn from this selection. The sampling protocol for
soils and living-area dust samples described below will use this pool of prospective
sampling sites. Sampling sites used in generating soil and dust samples will be chosen based on
accessibility in consultation with Dr. George C. Flowers and Ms. Kim Hosea of Carpenter
Environmental Associates (CEA).

SCOPE OF WORK

The scope of work for this sampling event includes collection and analysis of 70 surficial
soil samples and 100 living-area bulk dust samples for dioxin-like compounds using EPA
Method 4435, entitled "Method for Toxic Equivalents (TEQs) Determinations for Dioxin-
Like Chemical Activity with the CALUX Bioassay." Sample processing procedures in
Method 4435 and an affinity column will be used to separate polychlorinated biphenyls
(PCBs) from chlorinated dioxins and dibenzofurans to evaluate the total TEQ associated
with the dioxin.

SAMPLING PROCEDURES
Soil Sample Collection

Soil samples will be collected in accordance with Attachment A — "Tencon, Inc., Soil Sampling
Protocol of Dioxin in the Nitro, West Virginia, and Surrounding Area." At least one gram of
sample is required to meet the detection limit specified by The Calwell Group's toxicologist
of 10 parts per trillion. A minimum of 20 grams of sample from the top 2 cm of soil will
be collected from 70 of the 250 locations in the Class Area as shown on Figure 1 at or near
the coordinates provided in Table 1. The 20 grams of soil will be split into two sample jars and
one sample jar provided to Monsanto's representative. All samples will be analyzed by EPA
Method 4435 for dioxin.

In the event that a sampling location is inaccessible and/or unsafe, the sample location may
be moved or abandoned, and substitute locations sampled. Conditions that will require
sample relocation include but are not limited to the following:



o The presence of any unique topographic or other physical features at the sampling
location, such as the presence of a steep hillside or cliff, a lake or pond, concrete or

asphalt paving, barbed wire or electrified fences, etc.

o Any specific physical hazard such as the presence of vicious animals, poisonous plants,
or unsafe physical location issues, etc.

o Any location where there is no prior agreement by the owner or occupant to allow
entry or where the owner or occupant refuses entry, or exhibits aggressive or
otherwise threatening behavior.

"The change in location and coordinates of the true sample location will be documented in the
field log books.

Dust Sample Collection

Bulk dust samples from living areas of 100 houses selected from the Class Area pool of 450
houses where 1) access is procured; and 2) sufficient dust volume is present to be collected. The
isampling locations will be selected from the list of addresses/locations shown on Figure 2 and
given in Table 2. As required by field conditions and access constraints, sample locations may
'be moved or abandoned and substitute locations sampled. If a given home is inaccessible or
jlacks sufficient sample, a nearby home in the sample pool will be sampled.

!The living-area, bulk dust samples will be collected in accordance with Attachment B —
"Tencon, Inc., Procedure of Collection of Split Indoor Dust Samples from Household Surfaces
for Dioxin Analysis Using and Omega Vacuum Cleaner.” A handheld vacuum sampler will
be used to collect sample mass in the duplicate nozzle/cartridge assemblies from ]
‘representative areas containing settled dust throughout the study homes. Surfaces to be
sampled include tops of curtains, window ledges, doorjambs, ceiling fans, and air filters.
These surfaces represent areas where suspended particles will be deposited from ambient |
Jiving area air. Recoverable sample material includes dust and particulate matter having cross-
sectional dimensions of approximately 0.3 micrometers (lam) and larger.

Two sample masses will be collected in two unique nozzle/cartridge assemblies. One sample
nozzle/cartridge will be sealed, stored in foil in a nonconductive plastic bag, logged in the field
log, placed in a controlled container, and subsequently provided to a representative of the
Monsanto party. The second sample cartridge will be sealed, stored in foil in a non-conductive
plastic bag, logged in the field log, placed in a controlled container and subsequently shipped to
Zenobiotic Detection Systems in North Carolina, USA for analysis utilizing EPA Method 4435
with a minimum target detection level of 10 parts per trillion (ppt).

Sample Analysis

Soil and dust samples will be submitted to Zenobiotic Systems located in Durham, North
Carolina, to determine dioxin TEQs using EPA Method 4435, "Method for Toxic Equivalents



(TEQs) Determinations for Dioxin-Like Chemical Activity with the CALUX Bioassay."
Method 4435 sample processing procedures and the use of an affinity column will be
employed so that polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs) will separated from the chlorinated
dioxins and dibenzofurans to determine the TEQ associated with dioxin.

Sample Documentation and Sample Management

For each sample collected, the following will be recorded in the official field logbook:

Sample collection date and time

Sample location (as specific as possible)

The unique sample number, size, and container(s) used
Sample description

Weather conditions (if applicable)

Any additional comments

0O 00000

After each sample is collected, sampling personnel will complete the laboratory-supplied label
using a waterproof pen. The sample container will be placed in a resealable plastic bag, and
stored in a container prior to shipping. Method 4435 does not require any preservative for non-
perishable media, such as soil and dust. '

A record must be kept of the sample's progress from the sample site to the laboratory where it
will be analyzed as documented by the chain-of-custody. A laboratory-supplied chain-of-
custody form must be filled out using waterproof ink. Corrections are made by drawing a line
through the error, initialing this deletion, and then entering the correct information.

The chain-of-custody form must include:

The sample number

The sampler's name

Sample collection date and time

Sample collection location

Sample description

Parameters being analyzed and preservatives used

Signatures of people involved in the chain of possession

Inclusive dates and times of possession of each person in the chain

0O 00O0O0OO0CO0O0

When the sample is not in someone's direct possession, it must be under lock and key. The
chain-of-custody form must accompany the sample throughout its trip to the laboratory. Each
transfer of the sample(s) must be recorded on the form. The only exception is if the sample(s)
must be shipped to a laboratory. Most shipping agents will refuse to sign or separately carry the
chain-of-custody form. In this one case, it is permissible to enclose the chain-of-custody form
with the sample for shipping. The chain-of-custody form is enclosed in plastic and taped to the
inside of the cooler lid. The lid is secured to the cooler and custody seals are placed across the
cooler openings. The recipient of the cooler, the laboratory's sample custodian, then attests to the
cooler's integrity, and samples within it by signing and dating the chain-of-custody form after
breaking the seals and opening the cooler. It then is the laboratory's responsibility to maintain



internal log books and records that provide a custody record throughout sample preparation and
analysis.

Finally, on arrival at the laboratory, the sample custodian must enter the sample in the
laboratory's sample logbook. The chain-of-custody record is kept on file at the laboratory.

Health and Safety Plan

A site-specific Health and Safety Plan (HASP) will be prepared in accordance with 20 CFR
1910.120 OSHA Hazardous Waste Operations and Emergency Response (HAZWOPER) and be
accessible to all team members at each sampling location.

Project Personnel

The plaintiffs will be represented on site by Dr. George Flowers and Ms. Kim Hosea. Dr. Flowers
is responsible for development and direction of the sampling program, including interpretation of
analytical results. Ms. Hosea will serve as class counsel's representative during the sampling
event and will be responsible for contractor supervision and field decisions as to sampling
locations in consultation with Dr. Flowers.

REFERENCES

Brown, Kirk W., 2008, Affidavit in the matter of Virdie Allen et al. versus Monsanto
Company, et al.: Putnam County Civil Action No. 04-C-465, Figure 5, p. 14.

National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, Sampling Tool for
ArcGIS, '

htto://ccmaserver.nos.noaa.Qov/products/biogeograohv/samoline/welcome.ht

ml

Tencon, Inc., Soil Sampling Protocol of Dioxin in the Nitro, West Virginia and
Surrounding Area.

Tencon, Inc., Procedure of Collection of Split Indoor Dust Samples from Household Surfaces
for Dioxin Analysis Using and Omega Vacuum Cleaner.
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TABLES



Location | UTMX | UTMY
421044 | 4250338
425529 | 4255580
423204 | 4251981
426743 | 4252750
437776 | 4260445
428157 | 4260630
426675 | 4259423
427869 | 4255217
425186 | 4254472
10 434648 | 4266305
11 433870 | 4268198
12 429272 | 4252211
13 420063 | 4254413
14 428722 | 4251935
15 436239 | 4265851
16 431801 | 4258565
17 431408 | 4262015
18 436305 | 4261136
19 432252 | 4268014
20 429097 | 4267961
21 423362 | 4262111
22 435287 | 4257061
23 422150 | 4259748
24 432939 | 4255409
25 432820 | 4265296
26 419536 | 4249861
27 419627 4250746
28 424059 | 4250477
29 431306 | 4250108
30 427162 | 4265265
31 437736 | 4259304
32 427423 | 4254250
33 424625 | 4254805
34 433341 | 4269225
35 427665 | 4252296
36 429489 | 4255675
37 433450 | 4264094
38 435544 | 4265614
39 421495 | 4250073
40 431517 | 4263903
41 423407 | 4260090
42 427910 | 4257109
43 431096 | 4257294
44 430097 | 4249987
45 425837 | 4258195 |
46 428998 | 4256992
47 433245 | 4256725
48 421908 | 4251699
49 423328 | 4258835
50 436399 | 4262519

w0 |oo |~ [ U | [W N

Table 1. UTM coordinates, consistent with the NADS$3 Zone 17N datum, for potential soil
sampling locations shown in Figure 1.



Location | UTM X | UTM Y
51 433296 | 4260955
52 428870 | 4249174
53 432392 | 4261486
54 438915 | 4259744
55 422245 | 4257847
56 429848 | 4266045
57 425544 | 4252535
58 429738 | 4260310
59 425642 | 4257451
60 423618 | 4254408
61 429749 | 4253773
62 424014 | 4252473
63 427180 | 4250145
64 430859 | 4258981
65 431754 | 4257554
66 427386 | 4263987
67 425535 | 4261928
68 418565 | 4252539
69 431909 | 4262669
70 419568 | 4255294
71 422109 | 4255273
72 431717 | 4254706
73 436959 | 4258440
74 426808 | 4258075
75 426616 | 4255623
76 422534 | 4256153
77 429341 | 4265241
78 421721 | 4252203
79 424694 | 4259938
80 420072 | 4252440
81 424389 | 4261893
82 419979 | 4256846
83 420687 | 4249518
84 431281 | 4251879
85 437698 | 4263500
86 418582 | 4251663
87 425450 | 4263121
88 420230 | 4258973
89 421379 | 4253541
90 425085 | 4251050
91 432404 | 4266241
92 432162 | 4253042
93 429259 | 4250302
94 430318 | 4260667
95 419825 | 4258219
96 428133 | 4259604
97 431678 | 4253728
98 435411 | 4255807
99 431160 | 4269575
100 432428 | 4251123

Table 1 (cont.). UTM coordinates, consistent with the NADS3 Zone 17N datum, for potential
soil sampling locations shown in Figure 1.



Location | UTMX | UTMY
101 427429 | 4260388
102 431923 | 4260972
103 423788 | 4253214
104 421868 | 4250759
105 433365 | 4261665
106 423847 | 4250257
107 417769 | 4254006
108 421051 | 4259446
109 427880 | 4249520
110 427854 | 4251955
111 424300 | 4261747
112 420814 | 4250843
113 427753 | 4264851
114 419329 | 4255716
115 424219 | 4255493
116 438356 | 4261066
117 429485 | 4264338
118 433786 | 4258022
119 427554 | 4261727
120 430902 | 4252137

121 418172 | 4252279

122 422521 | 4261024

123 424582 | 4262740

124 438756 | 4259215

125 432563 | 4251529

126 426612 | 4260288

127 435521 | 4257833

128 429833 | 4262846

129 423085 | 4252192

130 437588 | 4260899

131 438675 | 4259341

132 426913 | 4256081

133 430396 | 4259730

i34 421524 | 4249817

135 430041 | 4261214

136 420115 | 4251561

137 422179 | 4250769

138 429468 | 4266830

139 424096 | 4253876

140 420980 | 4250164

141 429982 | 4266577

142 429455 | 4265735

143 419790 | 4256172

144 431894 | 4263283

145 429049 | 4249566

146 428354 | 4259706

147 419408 | 4255668

148 438050 | 4262444

149 432917 | 4266540

150 434102 | 4258078

Table 1 (cont.). UTM coordinates, consistent with the NADS3 Zone 17N datum, for potential
soil sampling locations shown in Figure 1.



Location | UTM X utMmy
151 433840 | 4262488
152 434093 | 4256605
153 426234 | 4260220
154 430477 | 4250769
155 420532 | 4251392
156 423828 | 4254354
157 419026 | 4256818
158 431559 | 4254515
159 425547 | 4258600
160 434715 | 4268994
161 418418 | 4255926
162 419589 | 4254102
163 423694 | 4251366
164 428947 | 4258054
165 426531 | 4260877
166 436455 | 4258712
167 430685 | 4263538
168 430965 | 4251559
169 429597 | 4253541
170 432428 | 4254545
171 425954 | 4253248
172 435445 | 4256965
173 430976 | 4263334
174 433060 | 4258289
175 432769 | 4266806
176 428935 | 4263423
177 433195 | 4258836
178 426675 | 4258846
179 431919 | 4260560
180 418472 | 4256130
181 435196 | 4255864
182 423703 | 4251737
183 420960 | 4253260
184 422639 | 4258357
185 423143 | 4256982
186 429937 | 4265176
187 426694 | 4251640
188 419871 | 4252313
189 435059 | 4258455
190 434210 | 4262260
191 432171 4269819
192 428907 | 4256020
193 429013 | 4261294
194 428868 | 4265131
195 431621 | 4249890
196 436843 | 4261758
197 431219 | 4266306
198 434023 | 4266073
199 424783 | 4261300
200 432796 | 4261463

Table 1 (cont.). UTM coordinates, consistent with the NADS3 Zone 17N datum, for potential
soil sampling locations shown in Figure 1.



tocation | UTMX | UTMY
201 429891 | 4257458
202 430725 | 4264453
203 427520 | 4255381
204 425691 | 4252683
205 426486 | 4256318
206 432466 | 4257467
207 432726 | 4266319
208 423175 | 4255683
209 432483 | 4265002
210 425115 | 4258991
211 419360 | 4251536
212 430454 | 4267766
213 434657 | 4262813
214 430332 | 4259243
215 426912 | 4259678
216 435367 | 4263643
217 436576 | 4259566
218 424784 | 4258279
219 429552 | 4255737
220 427633 | 4258912
221 420441 | 4251323
222 422047 | 4253381
223 434981 | 4262238
224 423568 | 4255592
225 429113 | 4255329
226 428496 | 4253140
227 435512 | 4259630
228 430515 | 4267026
229 427476 | 4256900
230 430690 | 4256115
231 435873 | 4261063
232 430237 | 4253836
233 438851 | 4260712
234 433653 | 4264295
235 438592 | 4260344
236 421437 | 4257140
237 429927 | 4267564
238 435226 | 4256610
239 427215 | 4265332
240 425623 | 4253063
241 430088 | 4255558
242 423917 | 4261394
243 436418 | 4261205
244 430066 | 4258980
245 428266 | 4265677
246 421375 | 4252641
247 425645 | 4261284
248 419992 | 4257076
249 432477 | 4257711
250 431116 | 4251767

Table 1 (cont.). UTM coordinates, consistent with the NADS83 Zone 17N datum, for potential
soil sampling locations shown in Figure 1.



Location Address City UTM X utmYyY
1 | 214 Swans Ln Saint Albans 425492 | 4250266
2 | 166 Ranch Lake Blvd Scott Depot 423555 | 4258840
3 | 5273 Bailey Rd Charleston 432866 | 4254796
4 | 633 Dupont Rd Poca 430981 | 4257941
5 | 213 High St Saint Albans 425683 | 4249183
6 | 211 Kensington Ct Nitro 429949 | 4253531
7 | 5120 Hopewell Dr Charleston 432790 | 4253690
8 | 141 Kilgore Rd Scott Depot 422037 | 4258129
9 | 154 Strawberry Rd Saint Albans 426541 | 4248632

10 | 107 Brick Ln Nitro 430166 | 4252588
11 | 5231 Pine Ter Charleston 431791 | 4253956
12 | 5319 Nelson Or Charleston 433500 | 4254659
13 | 216 Rockledge Dr Nitro 429903 | 4254125
14 | 101 Blackwood Ave Nitro 427640 | 4249671
15 | 63 Sth Ave Saint Albans 426872 | 4248680
16 | 5009 Saint Patrick Cir Charleston 431878 | 4252758
17 | 13 Christy Ln Winfield 426445 | 4260694
18 | 5305 Linda Vista Dr Charleston 432420 | 4254437
19 | 110 Brandon 5t Poca 431081 | 4256442
20 | 5220 Linda Vista Dr Charleston 432345 | 4254199
21 | 213 Lake Dr Scott Depot 422944 | 4258726
22 | 2310 Winfield Rd Winfield 426044 | 4262045
23 | 316 Virginia Ave N Saint Albans 425475 | 4250838
24 | 163 Lake Shore Dr Charleston 431327 | 4252733
25 | 1103 Park Ave Nitro 426184 | 4252399
26 | 5289 Greywood Dr Charleston 433222 | 4253807
27 | 2311 Winfield Rd Winfield 426048 | 4262046
28 | 4066 40th St Nitro 427436 | 4253897
29 | 101 Robinson Rd Saint Albans 424767 | 4248877
30 | 5411 Karen Cir Charleston 431964 | 4253830
31 | 138 Windmere Dr Scott Depot 421016 | 4255801
32 | 133 Country Cove Ests Scott Depot 422728 | 4257370
33 | 208 Cannery Ln Winfield 426176 | 4262557
34 | 1920 Winfield Rd Winfield 425538 | 4263240
35 | 406 Dupont Ave Nitro 426274 | 4251296
36 | 120 Scott Acres Scott Depot 420589 | 4255343
37 | 500 Fairview Dr Saint Albans 425608 | 4248586
38 | 319 Rust St Saint Albans 426316 | 4249526
39 | 143 Rocky Step Rd Scott Depot 422718 | 4257733
40 | 1234 Main Ave Nitro 426990 | 4250248
41 | 120 Virginia Ave Saint Albans 425320 | 4251182
42 | 4942 Dempsey Or Charleston 432807 | 4251819
43 | 205 Cedar Cir Scott Depot 425534 | 4255108
44 | 1519 Fenton Cir Nitro 427567 | 4249766
45 | 211 Greenbrier Dr Scott Depot 424693 | 4255909
46 | 727 1stAve S Nitro 427967 | 4249722
47 | 1603d 16th St Nitro 426403 | 4252682
28 | 4934 Teays Valley Rd Scott Depot 425403 | 4255430
49 | 125 James St Saint Albans 425731 | 4248898

50 | 453 2nd St Saint Albans 427017 | 4249174

Table 2. UTM coordinates, consistent with the NAD83 Zone 17N datum, for potential interior
dust sampling locations shown in Figure 2; addresses for sampling candidates are also given.



Location Address City UTM X UTM Y
51 | 209 Broadway Ave Nitro 426101 | 4252172
52 | 31 Evergreen Cir Poca 429568 | 4257252
53 | 111 Magland Ave N Apt D Saint Albans 425654 | 4250413
54 | 2 Perkins Way Charleston 432049 | 4253244
55 | 105 Kanawha Ave Nitro 426051 | 4251511
56 | 206 Teays Villa Scott Depot 421548 | 4256471
57 | 407 Dupont St Saint Albans 425423 | 4249127
58 | 706 Poinsetta Dr Scott Depot 420641 | 4256323
59 | 104 Brookhaven Cir Nitro 429723 | 4253973
60 | 1 Colonial Oaks Scott Depot 422517 | 4255029
61 | 1600 Park Ave Apt 10 Nitro 426115 | 4252805
62 | 111 Charleston St Saint Albans 425665 | 4251502
63 | 322 5th Ave Saint Albans 427139 | 4245092
64 | 5335 Shadowbrook Rd Charleston 432268 | 4253453
65 | 113 Hedrick Rd Scott Depot 421356 | 4256062
66 | 280 Coal River Rd Saint Albans 425401 | 4248839
67 | 114 Greenbrier Dr Scott Depot 424888 | 4256213
68 | 701 Kanawha Ave § Nitro . 428861 | 4249394
69 | 348 Scary Rd Scott Depot 424910 | 4255000
70 | 138 Shawnee Est Winfield 426291 | 4262186
71 | 200 Cochran Cir Nitro 427564 | 4254723
72 | 113 Hollywood Dr Scott Depot 422269 | 4256392
73 | 16 Lake Shore Dr Cross Lanes 431410 | 4252056
74 | 149 Shawnee Est Winfield 426299 | 4262131
75 | 5283 Big Tyler Rd Charleston 433183 | 4254032
76 | 5224 Claybank Rd Charleston 432947 | 4255688
77 1 134 Rolling Acres Winfield 426648 | 4260303
78 | 146 Rolling Acres Winfield 426672 | 4260312
79 | 117 Poplar Dr Scott Depot 425031 | 4255750
80 | 1955 Poca River R N Poca 430144 | 4258283
81 | 304 Scary Rd Scott Depot 424790 | 4255106
82 | 348 Cross Lanes Dr Nitro 430184 | 4250803
83 | 119 Circle Dr Cross Lanes 430741 | 4253000
84 | 179 Ranch Lake Bivd Scott Depot 423537 | 4258924
85 | 5305 Lanham Dr Charleston 432432 | 4254039
86 | 5375 Big Tyler Rd Apt 826 Charleston 432108 | 4253980
87 | 1429 14th St Nitro 426503 | 4252524
88 | 332 Goff Mountain Rd Charleston 430923 | 4252702
89 | 106 Mccloud Rd Scott Depot 423400 | 4256524
g0 | 225 Brookhaven Dr Nitro 429819 | 4254266
g1 | 508 Kanawha Ave Nitro 426314 | 4250792
92 | 105 Maglewood Dr Nitro 429781 | 4253256
93 | 103 Orchard Dr Nitro 430333 | 4253104
94 | 114 Eastwood Acres Nitro 428072 | 4254122
95 | 5336 Westbrook Dr Cross Lanes 432545 | 4253802
g6 | 102 Hedrick Rd Scott Depot 421292 | 4256017
97 | 5261 Bailey Rd Charleston 432863 | 4254592
98 | 406 Fairview Dr Saint Albans 425940 | 4248693
99 | 204 Brooke Ln Nitro 428717 | 4252930

100 | 14b Red Oak Dr Nitro 429324 | 4249524

Table 2 (cont.). UTM coordinates, consistent with the NAD83 Zone 17N datum, for potential
interior dust sampling locations shown in Figure 2; addresses for sampling candidates are also
given.



Location Address City utm X utmy
101 | 1031 10th St Nitro 426427 | 4252319
102 | 29BSt Saint Albans 426708 | 4249781
103 | 1101 Park Ave Nitro 426184 | 4252397
104 | 590 Bills Creek Rd Winfield 426588 | 4258575
105 | 105 Kentucky Ave Saint Albans 425242 | 4251117
106 | 111 Lincoln Dr Saint Albans 425624 | 4248714
107 | 242 Bills Creek Rd Winfield 426898 | 4259016
108 | 224 Bent Tree Ests Scott Depot 421023 4255586
109 | 306 Dupont Ave Nitro 426253 | 4251376
110 | 1101 Main Ave Apt3 Nitro 426648 | 4250689
111 | 1 Evergreen Cir Poca 429500 | 4257129
112 | 106 Dawn Hts Scott Depot 420722 | 4255881
113 | 412 Kanawha Ave Nitro 426138 | 4251200
114 | 38 Shadow His Nitro 428797 | 4253792
115 | 1494 Poca River RdS Poca 433764 | 4257200
116 | 1327 Park Ave Nitro 426148 | 4252631
117 | 3Miller Ln Charleston 430552 | 4252694
118 | 121 Rocky Step Rd Scott Depot 422890 | 4257263
119 | 1 Kincaid Est Saint Albans 425675 | 4248282
120 | 729 1stAve S Nitro 427969 | 4249721
121 | 5214 Nesting Way Charleston 432030 | 4254113
122 | 4448 Teays Valley Rd Scott Depot 421456 | 4256248
123 | 107a Armour Rd Nitro 427609 | 4254945
124 | 415 Blue Lick Rd Winfield 424020 | 4261958
125 | 529 Fairview Dr Saint Albans 425514 4248512
126 | 11005 BSt Saint Albans 426767 | 4248559
127 | 4007 40th St Nitro 426962 | 4254048
128 | 303c Walker St Nitro 426881 | 4250476
129 | 26 Amandaville Ct Saint Albans 426183 | 4249758
130 | 1371 Bills Creek Rd Winfield 425204 4258308
131 1 4 Marshall Rd Nitro 428453 4255036
132 | 4921 Dempsey D1 Charleston 432699 | 4251804
133 | 109 Hillside Dr Nitro 427281 4250300
134 | 222 Easter Rd Nitro 427646 | 4253706
135 | 509 5B St Saint Albans 426772 | 4248782
136 | 274 Oliver St Saint Albans 426133 | 4250353
137 | 5429 Tanglewood Rd Cross Lanes 431288 | 4254132
138 | 206 Hiliside Dr Nitro 427446 4250167
139 | 50 Bailes Dr Nitro 427359 | 4253806
140 | 39 Stewart park AptB Cross Lanes 430563 | 4252846
141 | 108 Sun Valley Ests Scott Depot 421905 | 4256340
142 | 516b New Goff Mountain Rd Charleston 431222 | 4250611
143 | 44 Old County Rd Nitro 428948 | 4249550
144 | 119 Kilgore Rd Scott Depot 2422227 | 4257957
145 | 133a Joyce Rd Scott Depot 420627 | 4254957
146 | 5225d Alpine Dr Cross Lanes 433188 4254428
147 | 100 Railroad Ave Saint Albans 425595 | 4251411
148 | 1222 W 12th St Nitro 426122 4252484
149 | 820 Cross Lanes Dr Charleston 430252 | 4252929
150 | 19 Cedar View Dr Charleston 431541 | 4252008

Table 2 (cont.). UTM coordinates, consistent with the NAD83 Zone 17N datum, for potential

interior dust sampling locations shown in Figure 2; addresses for sampling candidates are also
given.



Location Address City UTM X uTM Y
151 | 221 Shawnee Est Winfield 426161 | 4261898
152 | 416 Falrview Dr Saint Albans 425868 | 4248701
153 | 3717 37th St Nitro 426867 | 4253908
154 | 12 Edgewater Dr Poca 426815 | 4262002
155 | 129 Oak Tree Ln Nitro 428227 | 4254268
156 | 13 Swans Ct Saint Albans 425688 | 4250346
157 | 5403 Brookview Dr Charleston 432417 | 4255512
158 | 60 Scarlet His Poca 428635 | 4256320
159 | 101 Easter Rd Nitro 428027 | 4253689
160 | 5312 Wedgebrook Ln Cross Lanes 432939 | 4254480
161 | 7 River Vista villa Nitro 428275 | 4249480
162 | 302 Bent Tree Ests Scott Depot 421001 | 4255652
163 | 475b Simms St Saint Albans 424301 | 4250740
164 | 1901 19th St Nitro 426433 | 4252849
165 | 220 Woodland Dr Nitro 428748 | 4255095
166 | 1680 Bills Creek Rd Winfield 424736 | 4258130
167 | 226 Minor Ave Nitro 426093 | 4251966
168 | 32 Grandview Dr Saint Albans 424494 | 4249625
169 | 5410 Bailey Rd Charleston 432805 | 4255634
170 | 5219 Pioneer Dr Charleston 431124 | 4253324
171 | 710 7th St Nitro 426336 | 4252175
172 i 5255b Big Tyler Rd Charleston 433385 | 4254040
173 | 5316 Pamela Cir Charleston 431951 | 4253593
174 { 2300 Winfield Rd Winfleld 426039 | 4262077
175 | 1336 13th St Nitro 426490 | 4252467
176 | 434 Woodiand Dr Nitro 428425 | 4255478
177 | 630 Austin Dr Saint Albans 424147 | 4250198
178 | 206 Kanawha Ave Nitro 426072 | 4251434
179 | 1 Altamont Ave Saint Albans 424890 | 4250855
180 | 4020 40th St Nitro 427081 | 4253995
181 | 9 Rebecca Dt Winfield 424666 | 4257361
182 | 16 Log Gdns Nitro 426253 | 4252287
183 | 503 Roseberry Dr Scott Depot 420637 | 4256241
184 | 186 Blue Lick Rd Winfield 424059 | 4261775
185 | 105 Burman Ave Poca 429478 | 4258686
186 | 113 Greenbrier Dr Scott Depot 424894 | 4256211
187 | 81 Elizabeth St Poca 429269 | 4256912
188 | 2Guy ln Charleston 431544 | 4254315
189 | 114 Woodland Dr Nitro 428893 | 4254820
190 | 49 3rd St W Saint Albans 425352 | 4249341
191 | 212 High St Saint Albans 425682 | 4249186
192 | 139 Margaret Dr Nitro 428295 | 4255026
193 | 10 Bank St Nitro 426478 4252956
194 | 141 Shawnee Est Winfield 426290 | 4262174
195 | 902 Kanawha Ave Nitro 426313 | 4250795
196 | 97 31st StE Nitro 427267 | 4253627
197 | 134 Riverview Dr Saint Albans 424649 | 4249679
198 | 203 Frederick St Nitro 426705 | 4250722
199 | 1343 Valentine Cir Nitro 427092 | 4249956
200 | 103 Holley Dr Nitro 429426 | 4253891

Table 2 (cont.). UTM coordinates, consistent with the NADS3 Zone 17N datum, for potential
interior dust sampling locations shown in Figure 2; addresses for sampling candidates are also
given.



Table 2 (cont.). UTM coordinates,
‘nterior dust sampling locations shown i

given.

Location Address City UtmMm X utmy
201 | 702 High St Saint Albans 424492 | 4245086
202 | 1195 Rosedale Dr Saint Albans 425297 | 4249672
203 | 638 Cross Lanes Dr Nitro 430194 | 4251140
204 | 5201 Frederick Dr Charleston 431408 | 4252897
205 | 161 Hedrick Rd Scott Depot 421793 | 4256193
206 | 450 Barrett St Saint Albans 425790 | 4248423
207 | 950 Bills Creek Rd Winfleld 425910 | 4258295
208 | 31 Chris Br Poca 431417 | 4256632
209 | 3973 39th StE Nitro 427615 | 4253805
210 | 5243 Dalewood Dr Trir 98 Charleston 433223 | 4253427
211 | 1520 W 15th St Nitro 426079 | 4252774
212 | 431 Circle Dr Nitro 428315 | 4254395
213 | 108 Country Cove Ests Scott Depot 422815 | 4257406
214 | 1526 Poca River RAN Poca 430386 | 4258065
215 | 313 5th Ave Saint Albans 427129 | 4248091
216 | 5337 Koontz Or Charleston 431996 | 4254879
217 | 5 Erwin Or Nitro 426626 | 4250600
218 | 5409 Tiffany Dr Charleston 431722 | 4255177
219 | 714 Michigan Ave Nitro 429065 | 4249383
220 | 5293 Big Tyler Rd Charleston 433010 | 4254028
221 | 222 stewart Acres Winfleld 426659 | 4260361
222 | 1507 Fenton Cir Nitro 427582 | 4249792
223 | 222 Shawnee Est Winfield 426156 | 4261909
224 | 203 Rolling Mdws Scott Depot 420945 | 4255859
225 | 141 Brick Ln Charleston 430410 | 4252470
226 | 4923 Teays Valley Rd Scott Depot 425333 | 4255515
227 | 173 Circle Dr Charleston 430859 | 4252920
228 | 2912 29th St Nitro 426759 | 4253474
229 | 506 1st Ave S Nitro 427392 | 4250095
230 | 332 Birch St Saint Albans 425773 | 4248951
231 | 110 Ches Wal Rd Scott Depot 424244 | 4256076
232 | 17 Valley View Ave Saint Albans 424941 | 4250939
233 | 206 Fairview Dr Saint Albans 425994 | 4248883
234 | 49 Arrowhead Dr Winfield 426231 | 4258601
235 | 5044 Bennington Dr Charleston 432425 | 4252388
236 | 127 Goff Mountain Rd Charleston 430559 | 4252074
237 | 3007 30th St Nitro 426740 | 4253544
238 | 5518 Big Tyler Rd Charleston 431152 | 4253012
239 | 5118 Beechtree Cir Charleston 431521 | 4253186
240 | 112 Dodd St Poca 429291 | 4258862
241 | 1126 Benamati Ave Nitro 426707 | 4250527
242 | 5234 Brackenrich Dr Charleston 433012 | 4254306
243 | 5lakeln Nitro 427953 | 4252518
244 | 1335 Valentine Cir Nitro 427043 | 4249992
245 | 141c Scary Rd Scott Depot 424220 | 4255425
246 | 4640 Winfield Rd Winfield 426508 | 4255723
247 | 1 Kanawha Ter Apt 708 Saint Albans 426672 | 4248960
248 | 3245 Winfield Rd Apt 222 Winfield 426983 | 4259305
249 | 13 Clotine St Saint Albans 425636 | 4248452
250 | 416 Blake Rd Nitro 428130 | 4251938

consistent with the NAD83 Zone 17N datum, for potential
n Figure 2; addresses for sampling candidates are also



Location Address City utTM X utmyY
251 | 5271 Claybank Rd Charleston 433220 | 4255907
252 | 5328 Edgebrook Dr Cross Lanes 432442 | 4253520
253 | 2192 N 21st St Nitro 427312 | 4253027
254 | 222 Rohinson St Saint Albans 426068 | 4250329
255 | 145 Maple Dr Poca 429785 | 4257694
256 | 133 Pine Dr Poca 429275 | 4259502
257 | 7 Country Rd Poca 431878 | 4257080
258 | 603 6th St Nitro 426324 | 4252121
259 | 409 Barrett St Saint Albans 425751 | 4248382
260 | 111 Poca RiverRd S Poca 430731 | 4257796
261 | 110 Cadle Dr Charleston 431043 | 4252651
262 | 5 Houston St Nitro 428167 | 4255430
263 | 14 Red Oak Dr Nitro 429324 | 4249524
264 | 248 Cross Lanes Dr Nitro 430126 | 4250660
265 | 1010 O E Caldwelitn Scott Depot 420727 | 4255946
266 | 2069 Winfield Rd Winfleld 425783 | 4262733
267 | 116 Poplar Point Est Poca 432158 | 4256223
268 | 161 Shawnee Est Winfield 426313 | 4262067
269 | 2780 Winfield Rd Winfield 426433 | 4260595
270 | 2067 Winfield Rd Winfield 425781 | 4262737
271 | 201 1stAveSApt1 Nitro 426595 | 4251016
272 | 106 Kentucky Ave Saint Albans 425244 | 4251122
273 | 107 Vadaln Scott Depot 422127 | 4258088
274 | 4940 1/2 Washington StW Charleston 432656 | 4251627
275 | 2767 Winfield Rd Winfield 426420 | 4260653
276 | 122 Laurel Ave Poca 429163 | 4259179
277 | 6 Thorn Hill Ests Poca 426795 | 4261996
278 | 102 Jericho Rd Winfield 423114 | 4260538
279 | 109 Virginia St W Saint Albans 425150 | 4249135
280 | 314 Kentucky Ave Saint Albans 425392 | 4250795
281 | 101 Kay Ave Poca 431032 | 4256664
282 | 14 Orchard Ave Saint Albans 425030 | 4250951
283 | 1323 W 13th St Nitro 426104 | 4252595
284 | 5240 Claybank Rd Charleston 433071 | 4255780
285 | 102 Holly St Nitro 427258 | 4250012
286 | 1 Kanawha Ter Apt 1005 Saint Albans 426672 | 4248960
287 | 1123 W 11th St Nitro 426082 | 4252371
288 | 211 Shasta Dr Cross Lanes 431979 | 4254610
289 | 125 Main Ave Nitro 426281 | 4251591
290 | 1 Tim Mar Hts Nitro 426425 | 4251963
291 | 5230 Arrowwood Dr Cross Lanes 431668 | 4253772
292 | 2506 25th St Nitro 426601 | 4253301
293 | 325 Country Rd Poca 431875 | 4257002
294 | 201 Owens St Nitro 428073 | 4249671
295 | 202 Kanawha Ave S Nitro 428064 | 4249574
296 | 139 Pine Lake Dr Scott Depot 423253 | 4259521
297 | 227 Jamestown Rd Nitro 429205 | 4254642
298 | 1531 15th St Nitro 426526 | 4252574
299 | 5305 Big Tyler Rd Apt 24 Charleston 432807 | 4254021
300 | 302 Kentucky Ave Saint Albans 425399 | 4250778

Table 2 (cont.). UTM coordinates, consistent with the NADS3 Zone 17N datum, for potential
interior dust sampling locations shown in Figure 2; addresses for sampling candidates are also
given. '



Location Address City UTM X utMm Y
301 | 571 W Maccorkle Ave Apt 118 Saint Albans 422368 | 4250287
302 | 416 Dupont St saint Albans 425424 | 4249107
303 | 518 W Main St Saint Albans 425364 | 4250173
304 | 106 5th Ave Saint Albans 426913 | 4249168
305 | 30 Brandy ln Paca 429727 | 4260046
306 | 2 Monta Vista Pl Charleston 433413 | 4254239
307 | 88 Lake Shore Dr Cross Lanes 431718 | 4251946
308 | 5007 Tipperary St Charleston 431750 | 4252972
309 { 5234 Glow Dr Charleston 431868 | 4254037
310 | 3956 39th StE Nitro 427498 | 4253812
311 | 2438 3rd Ave Nitro 426854 | 4253139
312 | 113 Belle Acres Scott Depot 421359 | 4256282
313 | 5337 Glow Dr Charleston 431597 | 4254030
314 | 3006 30th St Nitro 426739 | 4253541
315 | 565 Blue Lick Rd Winfield 423944 | 4262032
316 | 1201 Fairfax Ln Charleston 432512 | 4252469
317 | 911 Pennsylvania Ave Apt i Saint Albans 426938 | 4248770
318 | 5009 Frederick Dr Charleston 431613 | 4252979
319 | 225 Stewart Acres Winfield 426666 | 4260367
320 | 201 Greenbrier Dr Scott Depot 424696 | 4256005
321 | 1360 Valentine Cir Nitro 427030 | 4250105
322 | 15 Saunders 5t Scott Depot 420889 | 4255994
323 | 105 CSt Saint Albans 426907 | 4249618
324 | 168 Ardith St Saint Albans 422912 | 4250040
325 | 546 W Maccorkle Ave Saint Albans 422766 | 4250186
326 | 1 Hickory Rdg Saint Albans 422785 | 4250223
327 | 16 Mountain Dr Saint Albans 421411 | 4250270
328 | 222 Joyce Rd Scott Depot 421533 | 4253974
329 | 265 Joyce Rd Scott Depot 422275 | 4253821
330 | 401 Poplar Fork Rd Scott Depot 421049 | 4252203
331 | 404 Poplar Fork Rd Scott Depot 421111 | 4252159
332 | 486 Poplar Fork Rd Scott Depot 421510 | 4250686
333 | 238 Joyce Rd Scott Depot 421947 | 4254078
334 | 116 Poplar Ests Scott Depot 421243 | 4252859
335 | 203 Poplar Ests Scott Depot 421185 | 4252987
336 | 357 Poplar Fork Rd Scott Depot 420675 | 4253109
337 | 434 Poplar Fork Rd Scott Depot 421474 | 4251742
338 | 164 Burns Rd Scott Depot 420415 | 4253119
339 | 285 Joyce Rd Scott Depot 422559 | 4253680
340 | 412 Poplar Fork Rd Scott Depot 421221 | 4252049
341 | 424 Poplar Fork Rd Scott Depot 421385 | 4251889
342 | 447 Poplar Fork Rd Scott Depot 421416 | 4251361
343 | 4 Woodbine Cir Scott Depot 421020 | 4254306
344 | 110 Woodbine Farms Rd Scott Depot 421592 | 4253728 |
345 | 203 Joyce Rd Scott Depot 421246 | 4254063
346 | 342 Poplar Fork Rd Scott Depot 420483 | 4253255
347 | 303 Poplar Ests Scott Depot 421053 | 4252863 |
348 | 419 Poplar Fork Rd Scott Depot 421292 | 4251954
349 | 364 Poplar Fork Rd Scott Depot 420785 | 4253028
350 | 460 Poplar Fork Rd Scott Depot 421576 | 4251112

Table 2 (cont.). UTM coordinates, consistent with the NAD83 Zone 17N datum, for potential
interior dust sampling locations shown in Figure 2; addresses for sampling candidates are also
given.



Location Address City UtM X utMyY
351 | 2270 Bills Creek Rd Winfield 424813 | 4257031
352 | 155 Pine Dr Poca 429234 | 4259622
353 | 5301 Lisa Ct Apt 1606 Charleston 432259 | 4253851
354 | 30 Presidio Pointe Cross Lanes 431646 | 4252803
355 | 208 Kentucky Ave Saint Albans 425320 | 4250955
356 | 19 Perkins Way Charleston 431868 | 4253056
357 | 106 Kanawha Ave Nitro 426054 | 4251510
358 | 106 6th St N Saint Albans 425621 | 4250426
359 | 5240 Linda Vista Dr Charleston 432387 | 4254319
360 | 607 Kanawha Ave Nitro 426262 | 4250897
361 | 212k Woodland Dr Nitro 428759 | 4255074
362 | 5400 Big Tyler Rd Apt 6307 Charleston 431856 | 4253861
363 | 122 Orchard Dr Nitro 430348 | 4253124
364 | 5304 Westbrook Dr Charleston 432544 | 4253977
365 | 802 8th St Nitro 426314 | 4252240
366 | 484 Dupont Rd Poca 431330 | 4257546
367 | 5247 Big Tyler Rd Charleston 433412 | 4254041
368 | 5215 Swiss Dr Charleston 433217 | 4254469
369 | 218 Majestic Dr Charleston 431474 | 4251085
370 | 8 Rebecca Rd Cross Lanes 431444 | 4253422
371 | 9 Cloverdale Acres Scott Depot 420876 | 4255952
372 | 5296 Questa Dr Charleston 432918 | 4253811
373 | 118 PoplarDr Scott Depot 425028 | 4255731
374 | 5311 April Cir Cross Lanes 432842 | 4254879
375 | 264 Oliver St Saint Albans 426127 | 4250357
376 | 3806 38th St Nitro 426873 | 4253962
377 | 105 Carriage Way Nitro 429092 | 4254739
378 | 116 Gallatin St Saint Albans 426252 | 4249817
379 | 214 Rocky Step Rd Scott Depot 422639 | 4258941
380 | 220a Rocky Step Rd Scott Depot 422609 | 4259032
381 | 1321 Valentine Cir Nitro 426959 | 4250056
382 | 4500 1st Ave Trir 15 Nitro 428217 | 4255606
383 | 419 1stAve S Nitro 427043 | 4250401
384 | 810 Dupont Ave Nitro 426432 | 4250912
385 | 14 Toney Dr Saint Albans 425657 | 4248473
386 | 4104th StN Saint Albans 425385 | 4250746
387 | 5281f Big Tyler Rd Charleston 433186 | 4254032
388 | 316 High St Saint Albans 425430 | 4249150
389 | 33 Dupont Rd Poca 432261 | 4256130
390 | 118 Scott Acres Scott Depot 420587 | 4255343
391 | 301 Frederick St Nitro 426792 | 4250597
392 | 5424 Wintz Rd Charleston 431424 | 4253641
393 | 4 Corey Dr Poca 429457 | 4258638
394 | 100 Eastwood Acres Nitro 428076 | 4254155
395 | 303 Crossroads Vg Nitro 426237 | 4251429
396 | 5207 Nightingale Ln Charleston 433117 | 4254293 |
397 | 142 Cannery Ln Winfield 426095 | 4262393
398 | 100 Woodbine Farms Rd Scott Depot 421593 | 4253745
399 | 1128 Main Ave AptD Nitro 426690 | 4250633
400 | 107 Hollywood Dr Scott Depot 422274 | 4256383

Table 2 (cont.). UTM coordinates, consistent with the NAD83 Zone 17N datum, for potential
interior dust sampling locations shown in Figure 2; addresses for sampling candidates are also
given. '



