
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT F I L E D 
FOR THE FASTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS __ M _MAJ_Z_O_ISSB '3 

famwes RY Copnay jr_ i 1:’_.; o BEAUMONT DIVISION puns, Cleck, . 2, Coy 
By e Lo 

CLAUDE J. TOMPLAIT { LT 
] 

Vs { CIVID ACTION NO. 54082 
i 

COMBUSTION ENGINEERING, INC., [ 
ET AL 

MOTION TO QUASH 

NOW COMES Johne-Manville Products Corporation, one of 

the defendants in the above entitled and numbered cause, and makes 

and filee this its Motion to Quash the subpoena served upon its 

attorney, and would show the Court the following: 

I. 

That the plaintiff caused to be served upon the under- 

glgned attorney for this defendant, a subpoena, which subpoena 

was served on Thursday, May 16, 1968 ot 9:30 q.m. directing said 

attorney to produce gt L0:00 a.m., May 27, 1l968 a sample or gam- 

pleg at least six inchee in diameter of any and all insulating 

products manufaoetured by Johns-Manville Products Corporation which 

econtain ashestos, such sample or samples to be labeled with the 

name of the moanufacturer and the trade name of such products. 

a2, 

Phat said subpoena does not designate what particular 

produets plaintiff's attorney wante produced or the trade names 

of same. 

3. 

That the attorney for said defendant <8 not the proper 

persan or party to product said sample or samples or to testify 

regarding same because guid atiorney has no firsi-hand knowledge 

ag8 tc the gomposiiion of said produects. 
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4, 

That as shoum by the answers to interrogatories pre- 

vicusly filed on behalf of this defendant, it would be unreason- 

able, oonetdering the short pericd of time left to require this 

defendant to acoumulate a gdample or samples of each and every 

product called for by eaid eubpoena, gnd for this reason, zaid 

subpoena is oppresaive and should be quashed, or in the alter- 

native, restricted to designated productes which plaintiff claims 

this defendant manufactured. 

HBE 
i, PATE 

1119 Beaumont Savings Building 
Beaumont, Texas 77?701 
Attorney for Defendant, Johna- 
Manville Products Corperation 

CERPIFICATE OF SERVICE 

A true and correet copy of the foregoing Motion To Quash 

was Forwarded to counsel for edeh of the othepr pariies herein, by 

mailing the same to Mpr. Ben L., Reynolds, Royston, Raysor & Cook, 

877 San Jaeinte Building, Houston, Temas 77002; M».Ward Btephenson, 

8tephenson Building, Orange, Temgs; Mr. John Rienstra, Beaumont 

Savinge Building, Beaumont,Tewas 77701l; Mr. George A. Weller, Post 

Offiee Hox 350, Beaumont, Texas 7?7704; Mr. Charles S. Pipkin, 

Post Office Roxw 1632, Beaumont, Temas 77704; Mp. George Duncan, 

Begumont Savings Building, Beaumont, Texas 77700l; Mr. John 

Tucker, Bequmont Savings Building, Beawmont, Texas ?770L. 

2% 
e GOEDON R. BATE 
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