
IN THE STATE COURT OF DEKALB COUNTY 
STATE OF GEORGIA 

PATRICK C. DESMOND, MARY C. 
DESMOND, Individually, and MARY C. 
DESMOND, as Administratrix of the Estate 
of PATRICK W. DESMOND 

Plaintiffs, 
v. 

NARCONON OF GEORGIA, INC., 
NARCONON INTERNATIONAL, 
DELGADO DEVELOPMENT, INC., 
SOVEREIGN PLACE, LLC, SOVEREIGN 
PLACE APARTMENT MANAGEMENT, 
INC., LISA CAROLINA ROBBINS, M.D., 
and THE ROBBINS GROUP, INC. 

Defendants. 

DEFENDANT NARCONON OF GEORGIA, INC.'S RESPONSES 
AND OBJECTIONS TO PLAINTIFFS' SECOND INTERROGATORIES 

COMES NOW Narconon of Georgia, Inc., through the undersigned counsel, and, 

pursuant to O.C.G.A. § 9-11-33 serves and presents the following Responses and Objections to 

Plaintiffs' Second Interrogatories: 

PRELIMINARY STATEMENT 

(a) The following responses and objections are based upon information that is 

presently available to Defendant and which Defendant believes to be correct. These responses 

are made without prejudice to Defendant's right to utilize subsequently discovered facts and 

documents. 

(b) The fact that Defendant has answered any Interrogatory may not properly be 

taken as an admission that Defendant accepts or admits the relevance or admissibility of these 

answers at trial. 

§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 

Civil Action File No: 10A28641-2 



(c) Responses to Plaintiffs' Interrogatories may be supplemented upon Defendant's 

further investigation and acquisition of information that Defendant either does not possess or 

cannot locate at this time. However, any further supplementation shall be made only in 

accordance with the appropriate rules of civil procedure. 

(d) Despite any "definitions" or instructions contained within the Plaintiffs discovery 

requests, Defendant will provide only responses that are required under the applicable rules o f 

civil procedure. 

(e) Defendant objects to any "definitions" or instructions preceding Plaintiffs' 

discovery requests that seek information or documents constituting work product, material 

protected by attorney-client privilege, opinion work product, or any other privilege or protection. 

(f) This Preliminary Statement is incorporated in each of the responses set forth 

below. 

G E N E R A L OBJECTION NO. 1 

Defendant objects to providing work product information prepared in anticipation of 

litigation as protected by O.C.G.A. § 9-11-26; Lowe's of Georgia, Inc. v. Webb, 180 Ga. App. 

755, 350 S.E.2d 292 (1986). 

G E N E R A L OBJECTION NO. 2 

Defendant objects to providing any information that constitutes attorney-client 

communications, including items as to which the attorney acquired his/her knowledge by his/her 

own observation where observation was as a result of his/her professional employment. 

O.C.G.A. § 24-9-24. Southern Guar. Ins. Co. ofGa. v. Ash, 192 Ga. App. 24, 383 S.E.2d 579 

(1989); Taylor v. Taylor, 179 Ga. 691, 177 S.E. 582 (1934). 
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G E N E R A L OBJECTION NO. 3 

Defendant objects to providing any information that constitutes opinion work product. 

O.C.G.A. § 9-11-26(b)(3) expressly requires the trial court to "protect against disclosure of the 

mental impressions, conclusions, opinions or legal theories of an attorney or other representative 

of a party concerning the litigation." McKinnon v. Smock, 264 Ga. 375, 445 S.E. 2d 526 (1994), 

aff g 209 Ga. App. 647, 434 S.E.2d 92 (1993). This portion of the rules of civil procedure 

prohibits discovery of "opinion work product." Hisawv. Unisys Corp., 134F.R.D. 151 (W.D. 

La. 1991) (ordinary work product is discoverable only upon a showing of substantial need and 

opinion work product is never discoverable); Upjohn Co. v. United States, 449 U.S. 383, 401-02 

(1981) (showing substantial need and inability to obtain other information without undue 

hardship is insufficient to compel disclosure); In re Murphy, 560 F.2d 326, 336 (8th Cir. 1977) 

("nearly absolute immunity"); Duplan Corp. v. Moulinage et Retorderie de Chavanoz, 509 F.2d 

730, 732 (4th Cir. 1974) (opinion work product is absolutely protected). 

G E N E R A L OBJECTION NO. 4 

Defendant objects to providing confidential information or information that constitutes 

confidential commercial information entitled to protection under to O.C.G.A. § 9-11-26(c)(7). 

Insofar as any discovery request seeks confidential proprietary information, Defendant objects to 

providing such information without an appropriate protective order. 

G E N E R A L OBJECTION NO. 5 

Defendant objects to the discovery requests insofar as they exceed the scope of lawful 

discovery by seeking information not "relevant to the subject matter involved" in violation of 

O.C.G.A. § 9-1 l-26(b)(l). "The most basic consideration in setting parameters on the scope of 
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plaintiffs interrogatories is that they must be relevant to the allegations of plaintiffs complaint." 

Robbins v. Camden City Bd. ofEduc, 105 F.R.D. 49, 61 (D.N.J. 1985). 

Subject to these general objections, and incorporating each of these objections into each 

response, Defendant makes the following responses to Plaintiffs First Interrogatories: 

S P E C I F I C RESPONSES 

1. 

Identify every individual employed by Narconon of Georgia, and/or independent 

contractor of Narconon of Georgia, from 2007 through 2008. In identifying each individual, 

please state each person's respective job title and dates of employment. 

RESPONSE: 

This Defendant incorporates General Objection No. 5. This Defendant further objects to 

this Interrogatory is overbroad, unduly burdensome and seeks information neither relevant nor 

reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. 

2. 

Identify all individuals who were affiliated in any way with any Defendant in this case 

who resided at One Sovereign Place from 2007 through 2008. I f you claim that the identity o f 

any patients (and/or "students") of Narconon of Georgia residing at One Sovereign Place is 

privileged of otherwise not discoverable, please provide a privilege log identifying the exact 

nature of the claimed privilege and the number of individuals, and their relationship to Narconon 

of Georgia, whose names are being withheld based on the claim of privilege. 

RESPONSE: 

This Defendant incorporates General Objection No. 5. This Defendant further objects to 

this Interrogatory insofar as it seeks information protected by the Confidentiality of Patient 
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Records Act ("CPRA" 42 USC § 290) and Health Insurance Portability and Accountability Act 

("HIPAA" 42 USC § 210). This Defendant further objects to this Interrogatory inasmuch as it is 

overbroad, unduly burdensome and seeks information neither relevant nor reasonably calculated 

to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. 

3. 

Please identify every reason that you claim venue as to Narconon of Georgia is improper, 

as set out in your "Second Defense" in Narconon of Georgia's Answer. 

RESPONSE: 

This Defendant is not a resident of DeKalb County and does not maintain its registered 

office in DeKalb County. Furthermore, the contract between this Defendant and Patrick 

Desmond was not made nor was it to be performed in DeKalb County. Finally, the tort of which 

this Defendant is accused of committing did not occur in DeKalb County. 

4. 

Please identify every reason that you claim that "this Court lacks jurisdiction: over 

Narconon of Georgia, as set out in the "Third Defense" in Narconon of Georgia's Answer. 

RESPONSE: 

This Court lacks jurisdiction over the person of this Defendant inasmuch as venue is not 

proper in this Court. 

5. 

Please identify every complaint or claim, including but not limited to lawsuits and 

informal complaints made to or received by Narconon of Georgia that alleges improper treatment 

and care of patients (and/or "students") of Narconon of Georgia from 2000 through 2010. 
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RESPONSE: 

This Defendant incorporates herein by reference General Objections Nos. 1, 2, 3, 4 and 5. 

Furthermore, this Defendant objects to this Interrogatory inasmuch as it is overbroad, unduly 

burdensome and seeks information neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the 

discovery of admissible evidence. Complaints by persons unrelated to this lawsuit about 

incidents and events unrelated to this lawsuit are wholly irrelevant to the issues presented herein. 

This the 20th day of October, 2010. 

880 West Peachtree Street (30309) 
P.O. Box 7600 
Atlanta, Georgia 30357-0600 
Phone: (404) 885-1400 
Fax: (404) 876-0992 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Narconon of Georgia, Inc. 
2791815/1 
5346-76636 

DREW ECKL & FARNHAM, LLP 

Sievan A. Miller \ - / 
Georgia Bar No. 508375 
Kathryn S. Whitlock 
Georgia Bar No. 756233 
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