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CAUSE NO. 2024-DCL-05445 
 

HOLE HOLDING, LLC,

Plaintiff,
 

v. 
 
SPACE EXPLORATION 
TECHNOLOGIES CORP., 
 

Defendant. 

§
§
§
§
§
§
§
§
§
§

IN THE 404TH DISTRICT COURT 
 
 
  

OF 
 
 

 
 

CAMERON COUNTY, TEXAS 

          

DEFENDANT SPACE EXPLORATION TECHNOLOGIES CORP.’S 
OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF HOLE HOLDING, LLC’S FIRST 

SET OF REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION 

To: Plaintiff, Hole Holding, LLC, by serving its attorney of record, Kenneth E. McKay, 
McKay Law Offices, 5110 Pocahontas St., Bellaire, Texas 77401  

 
Defendant, Space Exploration Technologies Corp. (“SpaceX”) serves the following

objections and responses to Plaintiff, Hole Holding, LLC’s (“Hole Holding”) First Set of Requests 

for Admission.  
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Date: May 19, 2025  Respectfully submitted,  

AHMAD, ZAVITSANOS & MENSING, PLLC

  /s/ Edward B. Goolsby  
Edward B. Goolsby 
Texas Bar No. 24092436 
Timothy C. Shelby 
Texas Bar No. 24037482 
Tyler K. Adams
Texas Bar No. 24142696 
1221 McKinney St., Ste. 2500 
Houston, Texas 77010 
Tel: (713) 655-1101 
Fax: (713) 655-0062 
egoolsby@azalaw.com 
tshelby@azalaw.com  
tadams@azalaw.com 

Atlas, Hall & Rodriguez 
Michael Rodriguez 
Texas Bar No. 00791553 
222 N. Expressway 77 Suite 203
Brownsville, Texas 78521 
Tel: (956) 574-9333 
Fax: (956) 574-9337 
mrodriguez@atlashall.com 

ATTORNEYS FOR DEFENDANT 
SPACE EXPLORATION TECHNOLOGIES
CORP. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I certify that a true and correct copy of the above and foregoing document has been served 
electronically on all counsel of record as indicated below on May 19, 2025. 

Kenneth E. McKay
MCKAY LAW OFFICES

5110 Pocahontas St.
Bellaire, Texas 77401 
ken@mckaylawoffices.com

ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFF, 
HOLE HOLDING, LLC

 
/s/ Edward B. Goolsby

  Edward B. Goolsby 
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DEFENDANT’S RESPONSES TO REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 1: Admit that you have no ownership interest in the 
Property. 

RESPONSE: Admitted.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 2: Admit that the actions taken on the Property by your 
employees or contractors hired or retained by you or who performed services on your behalf altered 
the condition of the Property. 

RESPONSE: SpaceX objects to this Request as vague and ambiguous as to the term “altered the 
condition,” which is undefined and subject to differing interpretations. Subject to and without 
waiving the foregoing objections, SpaceX denies. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 3: Admit that you did not receive permission from 
Plaintiff to use the Property. 

RESPONSE: Admitted.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 4: Admit that you did not ask for permission from 
Plaintiff to use the Property. 

RESPONSE: Admitted.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 5: Admit that you allowed your employees and 
contractors hired or retained by you or who performed services on your behalf to use, occupy or 
work on the Property even though you were aware that you did not own the Property. 

RESPONSE: SpaceX admits that its contractors used the Property for limited purposes. Except 
as otherwise admitted, SpaceX denies. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 6: Admit that, prior to the time that your employees or 
contractors entered the Property, a “No Trespassing” sign had been erected on the Property. 

RESPONSE: Denied. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 7: Admit that your employees or contractors hired or 
retained by you or who performed services on your behalf committed the following acts: 

a. Stored equipment on the Property; 

RESPONSE to 7(a): Admitted as to contractors. Except as expressly admitted, SpaceX denies. 
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b. Stored materials, such as gravel, on the Property; 
 

RESPONSE to 7(b): Admitted as to contractors. Except as expressly admitted, SpaceX denies.
 

c. Staged equipment for use on other of your properties on the Property; 

RESPONSE to 7(c): Admitted as to contractors. Except as expressly admitted, SpaceX denies.

d. Erected posts on the Property to mark the property lines; 
 
RESPONSE to 7(d): Admitted that contractors marked property lines, but denied as to entering 
the Property, because the marked property lines apply to the adjacent properties owned by SpaceX. 
Except as expressly admitted, SpaceX denies.
 

e. Cleared vegetation on the Property; 

RESPONSE to 7(e): SpaceX objects to “vegetation” as vague and ambiguous. Subject to and 
without waiving the objection, SpaceX admits its contractors cleared the lot and put down gravel. 
Except as expressly admitted, SpaceX denies. 
 

f. Compacted soil on the Property; 
 
RESPONSE to 7(f): SpaceX admits its contractors put down gravel on the Property. Except as 
expressly admitted, SpaceX denies. 

g. Applied gravel or other substances to make the ground more suitable to store 
heavy equipment on the Property; 

 
RESPONSE to 7(g): SpaceX admits its contractors put down gravel on the Property and stored 
construction materials on the Property. Except as expressly admitted, SpaceX denies. 

h. Parked heavy equipment on the Property;

RESPONSE to 7(h): SpaceX admits its contractors parked vehicles on the Property. Except as 
expressly admitted, SpaceX denies. 

i. Brought in generators that were used to run equipment and lights on the Property;  

RESPONSE to 7(i): Denied. 

j. Workers staged and prepared to perform work on other properties on the Property.

RESPONSE to 7(j): SpaceX objects to “staged and prepared to perform work on other properties” 
as vague and ambiguous. Subject to and without waiving the objection, SpaceX admits its 
contractors parked vehicles and stored construction materials on the Property. Except as expressly 
admitted, SpaceX denies. 
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 8: Admit that you did not pay Plaintiff any money or 
other consideration for your use of the Property. 

RESPONSE: Denied. 
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