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‘CLAUDE3J. TOMPLAIT |} IN IHE DISTRICE COURT OF 

THE TRAVELERS IN&URANCE COPANY Q co ORANGE\COfiNTY;‘TEXASZ 

'in response to:the Request for Admlsglons’ of Pact "sepved upon: ittlu' 
"y plaintiffl: ) ' 

- plaintifr ifi 1nquiving about however, dcrendant denies thah 

sonal inJury o occupational diaeaae anfl dcniem bhat it had 

- to have sustalned elther, 

. injury or ocaupational diacaue ap aec forth in Roqucnt No 6 

R e A AFeALET?D W 

e
 

3
 

v
 

B
 

No. 13,916 

DEFENDANT'S ANSWER ks, PLAINTIFF‘S 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSIONS OF FACT 

The defendant The Travelens Insurance Comnany, in the - 

above entitled and numbercd cause, makes the’ fnllouing statementl" 

10 

Defbndant ohjects to Request No: 2 for the reason that‘ 

pame 1 amblzuous, in that 1t inquires about eertain physlcal 

conditiona without setbing forth what physical conditions the 

any physical condition bccamc apparend uhile in the employ uf ..df 
Atmstrohg Contracting and Supply Coxworation. 

k i 2. 

In response to Requeatlflo; 5, gefendant, The Travelerbf 
Insurance Company, deniea that Lhfl plainbiff auatained a pen- 

notice within thirty (30 days that the plaintirf wag, claiming 

3. 

In reaponsa to fleuueat Ne, 6, defendant aeniea that - 
the plaintirf fluataincd a personal Anjury croccupabional diucaae j;”,", 
and furthcr donles that 1t was. nofiried yithin thivLy (30) dayfl 

that the plaintiff waa elatwing to have su»ta*ncd a paruonal 

‘ 4, 

In response to Request No, 7, defendant denies that 
the plaintlff sustained any parsonal injury or occupabional 

dlsease and denies that it had actual nqtice‘that'plaintiff 
was clalming to have sustained any personal inJury or vceupational 

N J R . - - e G e Wi N 
3 

The Tomplait v. Combustion Engineering Case File (1962-1969), Response to plaintiff requests for admission
ACL Doc 10865 · Page 2 of 6

Published by AsbestosClaims.Law

asbestosclaims.law/library/10865/2

https://asbestosclaims.law/library/10865/2


'Gorpcration ElO fiays as. 5et rorth in ‘said requemt.. 

digeane. 
. 5. . 

In vesponsc to chucst No. 8 defendant denies that 

1t waa advised within Lhirty (30) days that tThe plaintifr was :‘ 

*rclaiming to hava austained a personal injury flfl occupational 
" dilgease within the course of his employment and denies that he 

did suétain a peradonal injury or occupatlonal disease. 

) ‘ 6.: 

In respbnse 0 Reguest Heo. 10, ‘defendant denieszthat" 

. fhe plaintiff sustained any. personal injury or occupatlondl 

‘disease.: _ 

In resp01se o Request No. 11, defendant denlcs that 
tha plainbiff nusuuined any personal 1njury or occupational 

dlsease. 

8. 
‘In response to Request No. 12, defendanL denies thsfi 

: the plaintiff suabained any personal 1n1uwy a 0acupati0nnl diaease ! 

and -denles that he wurked for the Armstrong Conuracting and Supply 

9. 

In responae to Request Na. 13, defendant obJects for Lhm ,‘ 

'ranaon that game vefers Lo Request Mo. 1 and the dafie aet fnrfih 

bhereln, and in this connection dafendanh would show. the Ccurt 

f;_fthat there In no specific datc 5et forth Ln Requcut No. l, and 

ffor that reason this defendant cannot either admit or deny saifl 
) r'requeat, Howaver, 41 dn answer be required, defonaanb daniaa tbc‘r ’ 
L truth bf the matter set forth therein, and deniefl that. tha: plain-,’ 

‘tiff auabainad ary personal 1n3ury or oacupational diaeaae., 

In response to Requeat No. lh defenddnt OJJEGtfi for - 
the reasons set forth in reply ho No.: 13, however, if an answer 

' be required, defendant denles the truth of the matters set forth 

therein. 
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11. 

In response to Requcst Ho. 15, defendant denies thaL 

" reasons set forth’ in Request No: 13. 
‘12, 

CIn response to Requegt No. 16, 

the 

.IU 

+the: 

In 

the 

- In 

CIn 

the 

In vflaponse to TunEfit No. 23, defenaant Thc TvavelerafV 

response to 

'matfiers set 

rasponse to 

nitters set 

response o, 

matters set 

response to 

‘matters set 

responge to 

mgbflevé set 

) tvuth of the matters set forth therein. 

13, - 

Requeet ¥No. 18, 

fortfi Eherein;: 
Sk, 

Reguest Noiel9, 

forth therein,; 
17‘ 

Requnat Nu.‘EO 

forthithareln. 

‘15;. 
Request Nb{‘Ei; 
forth therein. 

7. 
Request Mo. 22, 
forth sherein. 

18, 

degehdant denies 

defendant denies’ 

defendant denles 

defendhnfi_fieniés 

defendehpfdefiies\ 

defendant denien 

,'plaintiff sustained any injuries and further objects for the " 

bhe 

the. 

}fihe 

@gé ' 

teé{“ : 

the 

fInsurance Company, admito fihat 1t has failcd and refusad to pay’ . 
the plaintiff any compcnaabion, anldeniea tht it awefl plaintiff - 

7,any compenflabion, and denles Lhat the plaintiff suatained any 

"'perssnal injury [+3 oucupahional dimease ae alleged while im the ‘ 
'employ of’ Armstrong Contracting and uupply 0orporation, and for 

aaid reasons, the-defendant 18 not liable and does not and hafl 

riot owed the plaintiflf any workmen's compenaation. 

hae paid the.plaintiff any compensatlion and further dentes that 
In response to Request Ho. 24, derendant denies thut it 

l9. 

the plaintifl sustalned any perscnal injury or occupational 

disease as set forth in sald request or that he has sustained 
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any. total disafiility. 

In response v Request No. 25, defendant denies that L 
the plainti“f has sustained.’ any total disability, and fufither 

denies that thc DfOper compensatlon ratc, if "he had sustained 

any , would be 43) per uweek, 

20, 

In responae to Request No, 26, defendant denies the: . 

truth of the matters get forth therein. 

22, 

in respbnse to quuest No. ?T,_defendant dcniés thé 
‘gruth of the matters set forth thereln, 

- 23. ‘ . 

In reaponse to Requesb No. 28; defcndant dcnics the- 

truth of the mabters aet forth thereln. 

on al, o 

‘ In responac o Requesf No. 29, dofcndant objflcts for 

the reason that said rcqueat ie ambigucu 5, Iln that ib refers 

tao bhe above sfated dato, and there is no above. stated datie. ho 
which to refer, howevev, defendant denies that plainbirr sus- 
tained any personal injury or ac¢upational disesse. 

CHARIES S. PIPKIN 

To . 
The Travelers Inpurance Company 

319 WeFaddin Bldg , P.0, Box 1632 
Beaumonb, Toxag v 

THE'STATm OF TEXAS 

COUNTY, or JEPFERSON 

BEFORE ME, slie undersignod aubhority, ou. this day pors. 
sogally appcared Gordon R. Pate, who being by me duly anorn, dcposc5' 

Bays: 
’ 

That he 19 one of %he attérneys for the defendant ‘in 
' the above entibled and numbered cause, and that as such he is 

aubhordzed to make this affidavit for and on behall of sald de- 
fendant; that he has read the plaintiff's Request for Admisslons: 

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

AR s P e et 

The Tomplait v. Combustion Engineering Case File (1962-1969), Response to plaintiff requests for admission
ACL Doc 10865 · Page 5 of 6

Published by AsbestosClaims.Law

asbestosclaims.law/library/10865/5

https://asbestosclaims.law/library/10865/5


and that the ~above ‘sta_t?;xfiénts made in re sponge. 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, 

flotary PubIic I and I‘o:1 - 
' Jefferson County, Texasi 

A copy- of the I‘oregoing Dei‘endant's Answer to i"aim 
‘cii'f's Request for Admisslons of Faet. was served upen Mr, Ward 

Stephenson, Stephenzon Eldg., Orange, Texas, Attorney for 
Pl ntifl, b W a copy to him on the 5 duy cnf . 

h.il‘»r/ 93~ 

s AT 
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