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105, BaSTRICT COURT
IN THE UNI'BED STATES DISTRICT COURT CASIES BT s
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS HGY 131988
BEAUMONT DIVISION N UAMEZS R COONEY, CLERK
CLARENCE BOREL § j
§
Vs. § CIVIL ACTION NO. 6449
§ _
FIBREBOARD PAPER PRODUCTS §
CORPORATION, ET AL 8§

ORIGINAL ANSWER
TO THE HONORABLE JUDGE OF SAID COURT:
COMES NOW Standard Asbestos Manufacturing & Insulating
Company, one of the defendants in the above styled and numbered
cause, and in answer to the complaint filed against said defen-
dant herein, would respectfully represent unto the Court the
following:
I.
This defendant admits the allegations contained in
Paragraph I of Plaintiff's complaint.
II.
This defendant admits the allegations contained in
Paragraph II of Plaintiff's complaint.
IXII.
This defendant admits the allegations contained in
Paragraph IIXI of Plaintiff's complaint.
Iv.
This defendant admité the allegations contained in

Paragraph IV of Plaintiff's complaint.
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V.

This defendant neither admits nor denies the allega-
tions contained in Paragraph V of Plaintiff's complaint for
lack of information.

VI.

This defendant neither admits nor denies the allega-
tions contained in Paragraph VI of Plaintiff's complaint for
lack of information.

VIIi.

This defendant denies the allegations contained in

Paragraph VII of Plaintiff's complaint.
VIII.

This defendant denies the allegations contained in

Paragraph VIII of Plaintiff's complaint.
IX.

This defendant denies the allegations contained in

Paragraph IX of Plaintiff's complaint.
X.

This defendant denies the allegations contained in

Paragraph X of Plaintiff's complaint.
XI.

This defendant denies the allegations contained in

Paragraph XI of Plaintiff's complaint.
XII.

This defendant neither admits nor denies the allega-

tions contained in Paragraph XII of Plaintiff'’s complaint for

lack of information.
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XIII.

This defendant deniesvfhe allegations contained in

Paragraph XIII of Plaintiff's complaint,
XIv.

This defendant denies the allegations contained in

Paragraph XIV of Plaintiff's complaint.
Xv,

This defendant denies the allegations contained in
Paragraph XV of Plaintiff's complaint.

WHEREFORE, PREMISES CONSIDERED, this defendant prays
that upon final trial andvhearing hereof plaintiff take nothing
as against this defendant,that this defendant go hence without
day and recover its costs, and for general relief.

Bespectfully submitted,
MEHAFFY, WEBER, KEITH & GONSOULIN
Attorneys for the Defendant,

Standard Asbestos Manufacturing
and Insubting Company

Csj\%wf ety

Of Counsel
1400 San Jacinto Building

Beaumont, Texas

A true and correct copy of the above and foregoing
answer has been forwarded this day to the attorney of record

for the plaintiff.

&S, 79\/4;374

ames W. Mehaffy
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