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‘CLAUDE J. TOMFLAXT = i m THE stmrcr cmmr OF. 

_THE TRAVELERS INSURANCE X -. 126TH JUDICIAL ‘DISTRICT ‘ 
comm. ET. AL, - ' 

this, its First Amended Original Answer herein, sad fr answor 
" to pinifitit’fi'a Fiiuvn: Amended :Origit}ni Paticion herein, ‘aaya_:' 

i cour,alned Ln said potition and dmnands s:ric:c pwof thamo:. 

‘plulnuff'n allagcd injury nmde the baain of thia suit, or mt!.n 5 

heraoto ic had hmmd to aaid Amcr:ang ccmn:xactirg and Supply 

visf.cm of Rule 93 (n) (6) Taxas Rulea of civil Procedure, 

N0, A-13, 916 

Vs, . T - OBANGE comm TEXAS 

" FIRST AMENDED ORIGINAL ANSWER oF DEFENLANT. 
TEXAS . EMPLOYERS ' INSURANCE ASSOCIATION 

COMES NOW Texas Employers' Inuurénce Agpociation, a 
. fendant in the sbova entitled and ‘uumbera.dicauae. and filea. 

Lo 

'L‘hin defendant dmtea all. and siugulnr the nllagotiuns 

II., 

This defendant upeclall.y denien that at t:he ti.na 

to or tharuafnm: i wan the Werunen 8 Compmsntion hmur ncu 

ant’, specially dmtaa :rthm: at ‘such t.ima or: nt. any tinw mtatin 

Carporat:l.on any pahcy of workmen's companaacicm 1nn ranco 'wari 

the plal.nl:;tff, Clnuda J. Ttmplait‘ and' in aceordanca wit:h the pr:o‘ ' 
thin 

defendant denien that it was in fact the cartier for naid Amntrang 

Canr.rael:ing and . Supply Carporation st auch time. 
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III. 

' Tfiis defendant specially denias that plaintiff'gave 
notice ag raquivnd by law aither to. i\: or to. any employer 1n- 

"‘ S sured by it wi:hin thi.:ty (30) days: after tha firat distinct B 
nmnifnatata.(m of tha alleged occupationnl disease made t_ha ‘ 

basais o_f thL_a _suit. . o o ' ) ' Lo 

‘l‘hie defendnnt upecially dies :hat plaintiff f:l.le:l 

with the: Induatrinl Accioem: Board of t.ha Stata of ‘rexas uny - 
cla:un fot compausntion ngninar. it:, within aix (6) umnt:hs nftm.- 

the firat;'diatinct‘ manifeatat:lon of the alleged occupationnl 
B diaeasa made tha vaai f thia uuic. 

Thi.u de e’-.dant: apec a 1y ‘anum t:h ‘r. plainr.i.ff hnd 

objective sympt:oms or diaabilit:y. Y 
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; exposed to the haznrde of the disease mnde thl basia of Lhis 

') 
£

 

CVIIL. 

Defendant would further show that subsequcnt to th 

‘ plaintiff'a employment with any employer insured by this defenfl- 

',‘ant plaintiff has worked for one or more employe.s net 1nsured fi' 

n:by thin dafundnnt in whosa employment ha hus been injuriously R 
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pacil:y of plaim:iff from and uf:e: July, 1961 is° solely duo to 
f-,nnd aolely cauned by dinease and pre~ex:l.nti.ng ccmdil:ionn, e.nd 

that such lncapacity, if any, 1g ‘and haa been only pertial 

"eaya thaL plain:iff'a 1ncapectty, :Lf any, *i.s not the result o.E 

occupntior.al dieease ‘but on the ccmtrary. :Ls solely due to dia-" 

I _' ease unconnectad with hia ployment:. 

) : says. that any incapacity of plaintiff from and after July, 1961 : 

injuriea, or: by the effecta uf a aubsequent cmnpensablu injury. 

Furl:he:: answer:ing, this - defendent says that any inca-"" 

AL 
_l "'ur:her a.nswering and in’ ‘the eltemative . thia defendant . 

KB 

Fuxther amswering nnd inr‘che altemet:ive, this deiendant: 

1a mntributed to by t;he affecta of ong or: mm priot cmpeneable 

r by a combination thereof ‘ : 

" wmzmoam this defendant pmya nhm: upan flnnl henri.ng 

,,;mmus s wamn ; 
p,0..BOX 350 

: BEAUHONT, TEXAS - 

T N ¢ RNEYS FOR- ozmvm + “TERAS | 
I zmwmns' *msum:cn Assocwrmn 
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coum 'OF JEFFERSON -, ¥ 

“EAVID C. MARCUS, be:l.ng duly 

'mz STATE OF TEKAS 

swnrn, on oath states 

Texas Employers' o Chnt he is a duly authorized a:torney f 

?nauranca Assoc‘ation, a deferdant in’ the above antitleé and 

numbered causa, that he is cognizant of the mattern sec ou: 1n 

nd :hat Lhe statementa nnd allugntlons the fo:egoing answer, 

1n Pnragrnphs II and 1v of the fozegotng answer are ’rue and 

cortect, and upou intormation and belief affiant statea that 

\m and v thu utatements and allegutions mada in Paragraphs 

‘o the Eoregoing flnswar are true and correct._ 

UULUA L '4'0£’[7| N)IM'&' TM 
In ond l,or Jfifl!wid WZW T 
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