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No. 13,916

‘CLAUDE3J. TOMPLAIT |} IN IHE DISTRICE COURT OF
THE TRAVELERS IN&URANCE COMPAIY Q c ORANGE\COﬁNTY;‘TEXASZ

DEFENDANT'S ANSWER 0 PLAINTIFF‘S
REQUEST FOR ADMISSIONS OF FACT

The defendant The Travelens Insurance Comnany, in the -
above entitled and numbercd cause, makes the’ fnllouing statement:'
'in response to.the Request for Admisplons of Pact ‘sepved upon. itt‘uv

"y plaintiffl: ' '
' 1.

Defendant objects %o Reguest No. 2 for the reason that,
pamé i amblmuous, in that 1t 1nquires about certain physical
conditions without setting forth what physical conditions the
plainuiff is inquiring about however, defendant denies that
any physical condition became apparent uhilc in the enploy of
Armstrong Contracting and Supply Cox@oration. '

2..

In response to Request'ﬁo; 5,.defendant, The Travelersvgs"
Insurance Cowmpany , denies that tho plaintiff sustained a per-
sonal inJury or occupaticnal disease and denles that 1t had
rniotice within thirty (30} days that the plaintifr vas, claiming

- %o have susbalned either, )
In Tepponse to Recueat No. 6, defendant denies thab S - ?}'

the plaintiff ﬂustaincd a peraonal injury a*occupational dincaue ‘:“  ‘5
and further denies that it was notifled withln thirty (30) days B
that the plaintiff ugs claiming to have sugta*ncd a personal ; '  .: L
injury or occupational discase ap set forth in Requcst No 6 RS
i,

In response to Request No. 7, defendant denies that

the plaintiff sustained any personal injury or occupational

disease and denies that it had actual nqtice‘that'plainbiff

was clalming to have sustained any personal inJury or vceupational
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*rclaiming to hava austained a personal injury ﬂﬂ occupational

" dilgease within the course of his employment and denies that he

. the plaintiff sustained any. personal injury or occupatlondl

diseage.

'corporation 210 days ‘as. set forth in ‘said request..

'reason that same refers to Request No. 1 and the date set forth

.~ that there I3 no speeific date set forth In Request Nc. l, and
fror that reason thls defendant cannot eithtr admit “or deny said
. requeat. However, 4f @n answer be recuired defondant donics thc‘v

" truth or, the matter sat forth therein, and deni9u that. the plain-.

" be reguired, defendant denles the truth of the matters set forth

dlgeane.
: 5.
In vesponsc to chucst No. 8 defendant denies that

1t was ddvised within thirty (30) days that the plaintifi‘ was .

did suétain a peradonal injury or occupatlonal disease,
' ‘ 6.

In respbnse 0 Reguast Feo. 10, ‘defendant denieszthat"

‘dgigease. -

7-‘

In resp01se o quuest Ho, 11, defendant Genlcs that

the plaintiff ﬁu3uained any perscnal 1njury or occupat;onal

8. _
In 'response to Request No. 12, defendanu denies that
the plaintiff sustained any personal 1n1ury ar occupgtional dlsease )

and -denles that he worked for the Armstrong Conuracting and Supply j

9.

_In response to Request Ho. 13, def'endant obJects for the

thereln, and in this connection defendant would show ‘the Court__ )

‘tiff austained any personal indury or occupational diseaae._
.10. :”._v -
Tn reaponse to Reguest No 1# defenddnt OJJEGtB for -

the reasons set forth in reply to No. 13, however, if an answer

therein.
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1i.
] In response to Requcst Ho. 15, defendant denles thaL
plaintiff sustained any injuries and further objects for the -
- reasons set forth: in Request No: 13. o
I 12, _
- In response to Requegt No. 16, de:éhdant doniléé thé
tr*u'bh of the mabtters set for'th therein. ' -
: s
In response to Requeat Fo. 18, defend;int denj‘.‘ea:thc
truth o of‘ the 'ma’cters set forth therein) '
‘ . s |
In re{;pdﬁse to. Requ_eét_ Mo: 19, dcfen&;m_t‘ j('ie_:nies.:'r.he
trath of the matters set fcr‘rbh}there#n‘_.“', o v -
T ) 15, R
In. résponse It'o‘ ‘Requcst No. ED defen@b}it._ 'denie‘s.‘ pﬁe '
tx_'u_th‘of the matters set forth therein; R '
. B 7 l s 16;. .

. In vesponse to Regquest No. 21, dei‘enda;rit_'_ deﬁ‘ies‘the“

truth of the matters set forth therein.
) In r-esponsc.:.'to Request Ho. 22, defendant 'r;ieni‘es the * *
truth of the m_ai';f._e_rs' set forth t:nerein.. 7 .

Lo . 5 . " . 18. .

In.vurzmce Company, admita that 1t has failed and rei‘used to pay
the plamtii‘i‘ any compcnsation, amldenies Lmt it owes plaintiff
E c.ny compensatj.on_. and denies Lhat the plaintj.ff sustained any '

'personal injury or occupationa.l diseaae as alleged while in the

said reasons, the-defendant is not :L:Lable and does not zmd hag
no% owed the plalntiff any workmen's compcnsahion.

l9.

has paid the.plaintiff. any compensatlon and further dentes that |

the plaintifl sustalned any perscnal injury or dcqyp_a‘cional

disease as set I_‘of-th in sald request or that he has sustained

In rﬂsbcmse to T '{equest No; 23, defendant ‘-‘The ‘I‘r-avelers":-‘ o

employ of Armstrong Contractj.ng and Supply'(‘orporation, and f'oz' e

.In rcsponse to Regquest No, 24, dafendant denies tmt it .
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any total disaﬁility.

20, _
In response v Request No. 25, defendant denies. that
the plaintiff has sustained.’ any total disability, and fuﬁther
denies that thc DfOper compensatlon ratc, if ‘he had sustained
7 any, would be 43) per veelt, ‘ '
21.“
‘ In responae to Request No, 26, defendant denies the:
. truth of the matters ,et forth therein; R
‘ 22,
‘ in response to Request No. 27, defendant denies the
‘ gruth of the matters set forth 'aherein. ' Lo
.23, . _
In response to Requcst No: 28; defendant dcnics the
truth of the matteru set forth thereln,
: 24,
In responsc o Requesf No. ¢9, defendant objpctp for
the reason that said rcqueat is ambiguous, ‘In that it refers
to the above s+ated datc, and there. is no above. statcd date to

‘which to refer, however, defendant denies that plaintiff sus-

rtaiﬁqd any persenal injury or occupational disease.

CHARLES S. PIPKIN

toorneys ior belentant.
The Travelers. Insurance Company
‘319 MeFaddin Bldg. s P, O Box 1632
Beaumont, -Texas :

THE STATZ OF TEXAS
COUNTY 01" .TEI‘FEHSON

BEFORE ME, the undersigned authority, on. this day per-.’
sonally sppearsd Gordon R. Pate, who being by me duly sworn, dcposcd

a_nd soys:

. ' Thab he is one of %he attorneys for the defendant in
thHe above entitled and numbered cause; and that as such he 18
authorized to make this affidavit for and on Behall of saild de=
rendant; “that he has read the plaintiff's Request for Admissleona -

. of Fact and he has read the above atatement in rﬂsponse thereto,

b ‘ . . ) : ) '
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and that the rgbove statcmcnts made. in r“’sponso to the chueats

are. true and correct,

SUBSORIBED AND SHORN T0 B“IOR:: IIB.' on this thc : 5( 5

da:,r of '.Tanuar.v, 1963,
M..ary Public In and I‘o:1 ,

© Julferson Counby, Texasi =

B

‘A’ copy of ‘the foregoing Defendant's Ansver to Elain-'
‘cii‘f‘s Request for Admissions of Faet. was served upon Mr. Ward
' Stephenson, Stephenson Bldg., Orange, Texas, Attorney for

Plaintiff, by 4 ‘2 copy to. him on the _ /g7~ day cu’.‘
ji/) Kty W i} 19 3. .
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