
5, DISTRIET COURT 
lAS?EiN DISTRIET OF TEXAS 

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT . _1971 

FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS APRES_ ¢ 
BEAUMONT DIVISION _ ) 

JAMES R;GOONEY.CL;RK 

i BY pAe o P 
SAMUEL R. POTTER : NIRRT LLZE 

Vs. : CIVIL ACTION NO. 6329 

FIBREBOARD PAPER PRODUCTS 
CORPORATION, ET AL 

J. J. CRAWFORD 

VS. : CIVIL ACTION NO. 6492 

FIBREBOARD PAPER PRODUCTS 
CORPORATION, ET AL 

REPLY TO DEFENDANTS' MOTIONS FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

TO THE HONORABLE JUDGE OF SAID COURT: 

Come now the plaintiffs in the above entitled and 

numbered actions, and in reply to the Defendants' Motions 

for Summary Judgment, would respectfully show unto the Court 

the following: 

1. 

The defendants have filed 1dentical motion for summary 

Judgment in the case of Clarence Borel vs. Fibreboard Paper 

Products Corporation et al, being Civil Action No. 6449, pending 

in this Court, and that the Honorable Joe J. Fisher, Chief 

Judge, entered an order overruling said motion for summary 

judgment on the 6th day of January, 1971, a copy of said order 

being hereto attached. 

2. 

Therefore, since the above actions and the Borel action 

are identical and since the motions for summary judgment are 

identical, the plaintiffs pray that this Court overrule the 

motions for summary judgment in the above cases. 

STEPHENSON AND THOMPSON 

/] 

Attorneyd foy Plaintiffs 
Stephenson Bailding 
Orange, Texas 77630 
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IN THE DISTRICT CCURT OF TIiC UfiITED STATES 
FOR THE EASTLERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS 

BEAUMONT DIVISION 

CLARENCE BOREL 

VS. CIVIL NO. 6449 

FIBERBOARD PAPER PRODUCTS 
CORPORATION, ET AL 
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ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT'S MOTIONS FOR SUMMARY JUDGMIENT 

Came on for consideration the motions of the defendants 

in the above-styled and numberzd cause for summary judgment, and 

the Court, after consideration of the motions and briefs submitted 

by counaél in support of said motions, being of the opinion that 
said motions should be denied, it is, therefore, 

ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECRZED that said motions for 

summary judgment be, and the same are hereby denied. 

ENTERED this G674/ day of January, 1571. 

ORIGINAL SIGNED BY 
JOE J. FISRER 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE 

A TRUE copy b CERTIFY - 
_ JAMES R COONEY, CLERK . 
. S, "DISTRICT COURY - 
EASTERN DiSTRICY, TEXAS .. 

. ’ By 7. el e I 
. S 
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POTTER 
BOREL 
CRAWFORD . 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE BY MAIL 

I, Ward Stephenson, hereby certify that a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing instrument was on this the - 

5th day of April » 1971, malled to the following: 

Mr. George E. Duncan Mr. Gerald P. Coley 
Attorney at Law Attorney at Law 
P. 0. Box 3708 Vinson, Elkins, Searls & Connally 
Beaumont, Texas 77704 First City National Bank Bldg. 

Attorney for Defendant Houston, Texas 77002 
PITTSBURGH CORNING CORP. Attorney for Defendant 

UNARCO INDUSTRIES, INC. 
Mr. W. N. Arnold, Jr. 
Attorney at Law Mr. James W. Mehaffy 
Fulbright, Crooker, Freeman, Attorney at Law 

' Bates and Jaworski San Jacinto Building 
- Bank of the Southwest Bldg. Beaumont, Texas 77701 

Houston, Texas 77002 Attorney for Defendant 
Attorney for Defendant STANDARD ASBESTOS MANUFACTURING 
ARMSTRONG CORK COMPANY AND INSULATING COMPANY 

Mr, W. N. Arnold, Jr. Mr. Ben L. Reynolds 
Attorney at Law Attorney at Law 
Fulbright, Crooker, Freeman, Royston, Rayzor and Cook 

Bates and Jaworski Suite 3710, One Shell Plaza 
Bank of the Southwest Bldg. Houston, Texas 77002 
Houston, Texas 77002 Attorney for Defendant 

Attorney for Defendant EAGLE-PICHER INDUSTRIES, INC. 
PHILIP CAREY CORPORATION 

Mr. Gordon R. Pate 
Mr. Robert E. Barnes Attorney at Law 
Attorney at Law 1119 Beaumont Savings Bullding 
P. 0. Box 5098 Beaumont, Texas 77701 - 
Beaumont, Texas 77706 Attorney for Defendant 

Attorney for Defendant JOHNS-MANVILLE PRODUCTS 
RUBEROID COMPANY, DIVISION CORPORATION 
OF GAF CORPORATION 

Mr. John Tucker 
Mr. Charles S. Pipkin Attorney at Law 
Attorney at Law Beaumont Savings Building 
P. 0. Box 1632 Beaumont, Texas 77701 
Beaumont, Texas 77704 Attorney for Defendant 

Attorney for Defendant JOHNS~MANVILLE PRODUCTS 
COMBUSTION ENGINEERING,INC. CORPORATION 

Mr. Dale Dowell Mr. Frank E. Bean ' 
Attorney at Law Attorney at Law 
707 Beaumont Savings Bldg. Room 2010, 500 Jefferson St. 
Beaumont, Texas 77701 Houston, Texas 77002 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Defendant 
OWENS-CORNING FIBERGLAS ARMSTRONG CORK COMPANY 
CORPORATION 

Mr. George E. Murphy . 
Mr. George A. Weller Attorney at Law 
Attorney at Law '~ 615 San Jacinto Building 
P. 0. Box 350 Beaumont, Texas 77701 
Beaumont, Texas 77704 Attorney for Intervenors 

Attorney for Defendant 
FIBREBOARD PAPER PRODUCTS 
CORPORATION 

. WARD/ TEPHENSON 
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