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me Besument Senngs Budding 

BEAUMONT, TEXAS 17701 
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L If. o =) 8 B370 
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NS, L 
May 24, 1968 

AIR MAIL 

Re: Civil Action No. 5402 - Clawlde J. Tomplait vs. 
Combustion Engineering, Inc., ct al 

vrasme o PRIVILEGED Johneg-Manville Corporation 
22 East 40th Street i New York, New York -M - 83 
Dear ¥r. Standel: 

This will confirm our telephone conversation of 
Wednesdauy, May 22, 1968, at which time I advised uou 
that the above case had been passed for the sctting of 
May 27, 1968 and cpecially set for the wcek of Segtcr- 
ber 23, 1968. This will give us some adiitional ti-e 
to properly prepare our defenses to the allczations con- 
tained in the Plaintiff's Seeond Amernded Corrlaint. It 
ig my thought that we should continue in our e¢f[for:e o 
arrange a meeting here in Beaurmont within the next 
thirty days, in order that we may discuss all aszzects of 
this case at that time, as I am sure it would be bere- 
ficiel to me as well as to you and any witrnecses vrom uUe 
plan to uce. 

You indicated in our lctter of Hay 8, 
was not until subsequent to 1962 that trc 
determined that a substantial risk cxisted 
around insulating products containing asbez 
1961, the pleirtiff, Claude J. Tomplait, vas 
doctor of his own selection, Dr. T. R. Jones of 
Texas, who advised him that if he wanted to live that ne 
should stop working as an inculator arnd get out of the 
dust; yet he continucd to work as an insulator and i3, at 
the present time, working as an ingulator. 

+ 
> 

: It is my thought that some of the following items 
might be of assistance: 
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(l) Why was it not until 19€2 that it wasz firally 
determined that a subctantial risk exigted? (Mr. Jim Hoard, Precidcnt of Sabine Ingulators Aé;E; 
in Orange, advised me and ceveral of the other 
de fense attrrneys that the problem was recop- 
nized tn 1946 when hc graduated from Enginecr- 
ing School and wvent to work for Joang-Manville) ééfi/ 

(2) If the problem was reccognized in 1962, why 
did the inductry wvait until 1964 to give any 
warnings or place precautionary labels on 
various producte? 

(3) Are there any trade publication:c or other 
writings available wnich would reflect that 
the problem was not generally rccognized or 
known in the industry until 1962 or 19647 

(4) Testimony that Dr. Selikoff wac retained by 
the Acbestos Workers Union and has been agdvi- 
sing them from an early date; yet thc unions 
were not sufficiently concerned withn the pro- 

- blem to require recypirators to be furnisied 
until 1966 in sore locals (liew Orlcans Local) 
and not even at the pregent time in some 
locale (Lake Charlecz Loccl). 

(5) Medical testimony that the condition of asbes- 
tosic ic somewhat axin to an allergy becauce 
it takcs come 20 wecare of expoture to develop 
a reaction, according to Dr. Seliioff, and 
then there is a reaction tn only a small per- 
centage of cages. 

I will contact you within the near future in order 
that we can make arrangements to mecet here in Beaumont. 

Yours very truly, 

e aTE 
GORDON R, PATE 

“ .. PRIVILEGED 
ee: Mr. R. L. Payne 

.t . The Travelers Insurance Company . - 
L ) Poet Office Box 3616 . 
L - -~ _Port Arthur, Tezas - L 

Re: B-1702479 
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