IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT. COURE-
BoT

FOR THE EASTERN DLSTRICT OF MSSEP 26\3 .

M —_— o
BEAUMONT DIVISION  yumes R, Cooney. Ctzl-t 1), & Court

GCLAUDE J, TOMPLALT ¥ By bzs uw“k"
X
V8. ¥  CIVIL ACTION NO. 5402

COMBUSTION ENGINEERING, Iﬂco§
ET AL X

COMPFLAINT IN INTERVENTION
TO THE HONORABLE JUDGE OF SAID COURT:

GComes Now The Travelers Insursnce Company, herein-
after styled Intervenor, complaining of all defendants herein,
and for its Complaint in Intervention, would show the Court
the following:

I

The Intervenor 1= & business corporation duly organ-
ized by law and authorized to do business in the State of
Texag, Plaintiff and defendants herein have entered general
appearance thereby vesting in this Court jurisdiction over
thelr persons, Both plaintiff and defendants may be served
with summcns and complaints by serving the same upon their
respective attorneys of record herain,

11

Plaint{ff was an employee of Armstrong Cogtracting
& Supply Corporation during the time he suffered the injuries,
or some of the injurle 5, made the basls of this suit. During
such time The Travelers Insurance Company was workmen's compen-
sation insurer of Arxrmstrong Contracting & Supply Corporation
under the lawe of the State of Texas,

III

By way of agreed judgment in the District Court of

Orange County, Texas, The Travelers Insurance Company did pay
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to Claude J. Tomplait, the plaintiff herein, the sum of $5,000.00
in compromise settlement of compensation for injuries received
by him while in the employ of Armstrong Contracting & Supply
Corporation, and in addition thereto peid the sum of $12.55
costd assessed by the court in seid case. These are the same
injuriea made the basis of this suit,
v
By virtue of Section 6a, Article 8307, V., A. T. 5.,
the said The Travelers Insurance Company is subrogated to the
right of plaintiff herein, to the extent of its payment as
aforesaid,
v
The intexrvenor herein adopts such allegations as
the plaintiff has heretofore wade or will in the future make,
and further it says that the injuries to Claude J. Towplait
proximately were caused by the negligence of the agents, ser-
vante, or employees of the defendants Merein,
VI
By virtue of law, the intervenor is entitled to as-
gsert this, irs cause of action in the name of the workman, and
this it desires to do, This complaint in intervention is for
the purpose only of enforcing the intervemor's subrogation
rights, and is not to be read to the jury.
Vil
Further, in comnnection with this complaint in inter-
vention, the intervenor would show that it is entitled to re~
cover a reasonable attorney's fee in cormection with the as-
sertion of its subrogation rights and these attorney's fees
nmay be fixed by the court.

WHEREFORE, premizes considered, intervenor praya
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that the plaintiff and defemdants be served with a copy of

this Complaint in Intervention and that upon final hearing
hereof it do have and recover of and from the defendants the
sum of $5,000.00, together with a Teasonable attorney fee and
for costs of court. Intervenor prays for such other and further

reliaf to which it may show ltself entitled.

Respectfully Submitted,

615 San Jacinto Building
Beaumont, Texas 77101

ance Company

CERTIFICATE
A copy of the foregoing Complaint in Intervention

wan sent to the following attormeys of record:

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

Orange, Taxas

Attormey for Plainciff

Mr. Ben L. Reynolds, Attorney at Law
Royston, Rayzor & Cook

877 San Jacinto Building

Houston , Texas 77002

Attorney for Defendant EAGLE-INCHER INDUSTRIES, INC.

Mr. Jolm B. Rienstra
Attorney at Law

707 Beaumont Savings Building
Beaumont, Texas 77701

Attorney for Defendant OWENS-COENING FIBER
GLASS CORPOBATION

Mr. Johm D. Tucker, Attorney at Law
Orgain, Bell & Tucker

Besaumont Ssaving 8 Bullding

Besumont, Texas 77701

Attomey for Defendant GUSTIN-BACON MANU-
FACTURING COMPANY
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Mr, George Weller, Attorney at Law
Weller, Wheelus & Creen

P. O. Box 350

Beaumont, Texas 77704

Attorney Hr Defendant FIBEERBOARD FAPER
FRODUCTS GCORPORATION

Mr.Charles S, Pipkin, Attorney at Law

Strong, Pipkin, Strong & Nelson
P. 0. Box 1632
Beaumonit, Texas 77704

Attoruey for Defendants COMBUSTION ENGINEERING,
INC. and REFRACTORY & INSULATION COBRPORATICN

Mr, George Dumcan, Atktorney at Law
Wells, Duncan & Beard

Beaumont Savings Building
Beaument, Texas 77701

Attorney for Defendants PITTSBURGH PLATE CIASS
COMPANY and PITTSBURGH CORNING CORPORATION

Mr. Gordon R. Pate,

Attorney at Law

1119 Beaumont Savings Building
Beagumont, Texaa 77701

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

Mr. Jas. W. Mehaffy, Jr.
Attormey at Law

Keith, Mehaffy & Weber
1400 San Jacinto Building
Beaumont, Texas 77701

Attorney for Intexvenor TEXAS EMPLOYVERS'
INSURANCE ASSOCIATION

ralers Insurance Company
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