
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT of TExas F | L E D 

SEP 141967 BEAUMONT DIVISION 

J‘am%. Cooney, Clerk, ‘ij Court 

Vs. X CIVIL ACTION NO, 5402 
| | 

COMBUSTION ENGINEERING, INC.) 
ET AL X 

MOTION FOR LEAVE TO INTERVENE 

TO THE HONORABLE JUDGE OF SAID COURT: 

Comes now Queen Insurance Company of America, a 

corporation existing under and by virtue of law, and moves 

for leave to intervene in the above styled and numbered cause, 

and in support of this motion alleges: 

I. 

This lawsuilt is a claim for damages beeause of in- 

Juries to the plaintiff, Claude J. Tomplait. 

IL 

At the time of the said injuries, Claude J. Tom~ 

plait was an employee of The Aber Company and Queen Insurance 

Company of America was the workmen's compensation insurer under 

the laws of the State of Texas, for the said emplover. By 

way of agreed judgment in the District Court of Orange County, 

Texas, 128th Judicial District, sald Queen Insfirance Company 
of America pald to Claude J. Tomplait the sum of $1,500,00 in 

compromise settlement of claim made against the said Queen 

Insurance Company of America for the inju?ies mentioned in 
paragraph number I. 

IIT 

By virtue of Section 6A, Article 8307; V.A, T. 8., 
Queen Insurance Company of America is subrogated to the rights 
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of the plaintiff herein to the extent of its payment under 

the compensation law, and in effect Queen Insurance Company 

of America actually owns a portion of the cause of action herein 

asserted, 

v 

This intervention will not in any manner delay the 

trial of the case and will not raise any jurisdictional or 

venue questions. 

v. 

A copy of the proposed complaint in intervention 

is attached hereto. 

WHEREFORE, premises considered, Queen Insurance 

Company of America prays that it be granted leave to intervene 

herein. 

Respectfully submitted, 

615 San Jacinto Building 
Beaumont, Texas 77701 

CERTIFICATE 

A copy of the foregoing Motion was sent to the fol- 

lowing attorneys of record: 

Mr. Ben L. Reynolds 
Royston, Rayzor & Cook 
877 San Jacinto Building 
Houston, Texas 77002 

Attorney for Defendant EAGLE-INCHER 
INDUSTRIES, INC, 

Mr, John D, Rienstra 
Attorney at Law 
707 Beaumont Savings Building 
Beaumont, Texas 77701 

Attorney for Defendant OWENS-CORNING 
FIBER GLASS CORPORATION 

-2~ 
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Mr, John D. Tucker 
Attorney at Law 
Orgain, Bell & Tucker 
Beaumont , Savings Building 
Beaumont, Texas 77701 

Attorney for Defendant GUSTIN-BACON 
MANUFACTURING COMPANY 

Mr. George Weller, Attorney at Law 
Weller, Wheelus & Green 
P. 0. Box 350 
Beaumont, Texas 77704 

Attorney for Defendant FIBERBOARD PAPER 
PRODUCTS CORPORATION 

Mr, Charles S. Pipkin, Attorney at Law 
Strong, Pipkin, Strong & Nelson 
P. O, Box 1632 
Beauwont, Texas 77704 

Attorney for defendants COMBUSTION ENGINEERING, 
INC. and REFRACTORY & INSULATION CORPORATION 

Mr., George Duncan, Attorney at Law 
Wells, Duncan & Beard 
Beaumont Savings Building 
Beaumont, Texas 77701 

Attorney for Pefendants PITTSBURGH PLATE GLASS 
COMPANY and PITTSBURGH CORNING CORPORATION 

Mr. Gorden R, Pate 
Attorney at Law 
1119 Beaumont Savings Building 
Beaument, Texas 77701 

Attorney for Defendants JOHNS-MANVILLE SALES 
CORPORATION, JOHNS-MANVILLE PRODUCTS CORPOR- 
ATION and JOHNS~-MANVILLE FIBER GLASS, INC. 

Mr. Jas. W. Mehaffy, Jr., Actorney at Law 
Keith, Mehaffy & Weber 
1400 San Jacinto Bullding 
Beaumont, Texas 77701 

Attorney for Intervener TEXAS EMPLOYERS' IN- 
SURARGE ASSOCIATION 

Mr. Ward Stephenson, Attorney at Law 
Stephenson, Thompson & Morris 
Stephenson Building 
Orange, Texas 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

T 
eorge §. Muwphy, Attbrney 

=3= [fory Intervenor, Queen Insur- 
ange Company of America 
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS 

BEAUMONT DIVISION 

CLAUDE J, TOMPLAIT XX 

vs. fi CIVIL ACTION NO. 5402 

COMPLATNT TN INTERVENTION 

T0 THE HONORABLE JUDGE OF SAID COURT: 

Comes mow Queen Insurance Company of America, here- 

inafter styled, Intervener, complaining of all defendants here- 

in, and for its Complsint in Intervention, would show the 

Court the following: 

, 4 

The intervener is a business corporation duly or- 

ganized by law and autherized to do business in the State of 

Texas. Plaintiff and defendaats heresin have emtered gemeral 

appearance thereby vesting im this Court jurisdiction over 

their persons. Both plaintiff and defendants may be served 

with summons and complaints by serving the same wpon their 

respective attorneys of record herein. : 
: “ - 

Plaintiff was an employee of The Aber Company dur- 

ing the time he suffered the injuries, or some of the injuries, 

made the basis of this suit. During such time Queen Insurance 

Company of America was workmen's compensation insurer of The 

Aber Compsny under the laws of the State of Texas. 

IIx V 
By way of agreed judgment im the District Court 

of Orange County, Texas, Queen Insurance Company of America 

I
 

R
O
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did pay to Cleude J. Tomplait, the plaintiff herein, the sum 

d’l,mMnmhhjmmwbym 

while in the employ of The Aber Company. These are the same 

injuries made the basis of this suit. 

v 

By virtue of Section 6a, Article 8307, V.A.T.S8., the 
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vants, or employees of the defendauts herein. 

vI 

By virtue of law, the intervenor is entitled to 

assert this, its cause of action in the nawe of the workmen, 

and this it desires to do. This complaint in interveation is 

for the purpose only of enforcing the intervemor's subrogation 

rights, and is not to be read to the jury. 

VIiI 

Further, in connection with this complaint in in- 

tervention, the intervenor would show that it is entitled to 

recover a reasonmable attorney's fee in conmection with the 

assertion of its subrogation rights and these attorney's fees 

may be fixed by the court, 
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it do have and recover of and from the defendants the sum of 
$1,500.00, together with a reasonsble ettorney fee and for 

costs of court. Intervemor prays for such other and further 

relief to which it may show itself emtitled, 

Respectfully submitted, 

George E. Murphy, Attormey 
for Intervenor, Queen Insurance 

615 San Jacinto Building Company of Awerica 
Beaumont, Texas 77701 

EERTIFICATE 

A copy of the foregoing Complaint in Intervention 

was sent to the following attorneys of record: 

Mr. Ward Stephenson, Attomey at Law 
Stephenson, Thompson & Morris 
Stephenson Buildiag 
Orange, Texas 

Attorney for Plaintiff 

Mr, Bem L. Reynolds, Attorney at Law 
Royston, Rayzor & Cook 
877 San Jacinto Building 
Houston, Texas - 77002 

Attoruey for Defendant EACLE-INCHER INDUSTRIES,INC, 

Mr, Joha D. Rienstra 
At at Law 
707 Beaumont Savings Building 
Beaumont, Texas 77701 

Attorney for Defendant OWENS-CORNING FIBER 
GLASS CORPORATION 

Mr, John D. Tucker, Attorney at lLaw 
Orgain, Bell & Tucker 
Beaumont Savings Bullding 
Beaumont, Texas - 77701 

Attorney for Defendant GUSTIN~BACON MANU- 
FACTURING COMPANY 

= 
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Mr. George Weller, Attormey at Law 
Weller, Wheelus & Green 
P. 0. Box 350 
Beaumont, Texas 77704 

Attorney for Defendant FIBERBOARD PAPER 
PRODUCTS CORPORATION 

Mr. Charles 8. Pipkin, Attorney at Law 
Streng, Pipkin, Strong & Nelson 
P. 0. Box 1632 
Beaumont, Texas 77704 

Attorney for Defendsnts COMBUSTION ENGINEERING, 
INC. and REFRACTORY & INSULATION CORPORATION 

Mr. George Duncan, Attorney at Law 
Wells, Duncan & Beard 
Beaumont Savings Building 
Besaumont, Texas 77701 

Attorney for Defendsats PITTSBURGH PIATE 
GLASS COMPANY and PITTSBURCH CORNING CORPOR- 
ATION 

Mr. Cordon R. Pate, 
Attorney at Law 
1119 Beaumont Savings Building 
Beaumont, Texas 77701 

Attorney for Defendants JOHNS-MANVILLE SALES 
CORPORATION, JOHNS<MANVILLE PRODUCTS CORPOR~ 
ATION AND JOHNS-MANVILLE FIBER CLASS, INC. 

Mr, Jas. W. Mehaffy, Jr. 
Attorney at Law 
Keith, Mehaffy & Weber 
1400 San Jacinto Building 
Besumont, Texas 77701 

Attorney for Intervenor TEXAS EMPLOYERS' 
INSURANCE ASSOCIATION 

Ceorge E. Murphy 
Attorpey for Intervemor, 
Queen Insurance Company of 
America 
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