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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS_
James B. Cooney, Clerk, U. 8. Court

BEAUMONT DIVISION Z
By g7y

DEPUTY

CLAUDE J. TOMPLAIT

VS8, CIVIL HO, 5402

COHBUSTION ENGINEERING,
INC,, ET AL

o

MOTION IN LEMINE

I0 THE HOWNORABLE JUDGE OF SAID COURT:

COMES NOW the plaintiff in the above entitled #nd
nunbered cquee, and before etrial, and moves the Court
in Lismine to instruct the defendants and all thelir
counszl as set forth below on the following grounds:

1,

Since it is immaterial to khis suit whether or not:

(a) Plaintiff's medical axpenses or any part theraof
were covered by insurance or paid by plaintiff's employer

or employers;

(b) Plaintiff receives Sccial Security benefita
ar pensions;

(¢} Plaintiff has income taxes to pay out of his
earnings, or that taxes are withheld from hilas salary;

{d) That plaintiff was covered by or received
Workmen's Compensacion benefits;

{(e) Any award ip a damage suit ar for ipjuries is
not subjact to inceme tax;

{f} Thact other companies other than the defendants
manufacture asbestos and that this 1s & source of injury
to plaintiff, because no cross-action has been filed
herein by any of the defendants against any manufacturer
of asbestos excapt the defandants named by the plaintiff;

(g} That na wention be made of tha exanination of
plaintiff by Dr, Leary because by agreement the defendants
hawe had plaintiff examined by amother doctor due to the
fact cthat Dr, Leary ip now teaching.
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2.

Were any of the above facts made known to the jury, it
would be highly lwproper and prejudicial to the plaiotiff,
even though the court were te sustain an objectiomn and
lnstruet the jury not to consider such facts for any purpese,

3.

This motion should also be granted because there ia no
other way the problems mentioned can be properly handled at
the trial of cthies cause, and in all probability any such

gttempt would result in a mistrial.

WHEREFURE, plaintiff regpectfully roequesta the court to
instruct che defendants and all their counsel pnot to mention,
refer to, interrogate concerning, or attempt to convey to
the jury fin any wmanner, elther directly or indirectly, any
of the above mentioned facts, without first oktaining
permisslica of the Court cutaide che presence and hearing
of the Jury, and further instruet the defendants and all
their counsel not to make any refarence to the fact that
this motion has been filed amd granted, and to warn anod
caution each and every one af thelr witnesses to strictly
follow the same inscructlons,

STEPHEKSON, THOMFSON AND MORKRIS

N ,,fj-:'

Attorneys for Plaintiff
Stephenson Building
Orange, Texas 77630

By

[P LA A .-

The abovae wotion In limipe fa hereby GRANTED / GVERRULESL.

stotfey SR S N P

~-JUDGE PRESIDING
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CERTIFICATE

Motion In Limine
A copy of the foregoiag Amsadakx€eupisiat has been

forwarded to the following attorneye of reeord; on this 20th
day of May, 1968, by United States Mail:

Mr. Ben L, Reynelds
Royeton, Raypor and Cook
Attorneys at Law

8§77 San Jaclnto Building
Houston, Texas 77602

Attorney for Defendant BAGLE-PICHER
INDUSTRIES, IWC,

¥r. John D. Rienstra

Attornay a4t Law

707 Beaumont S5avingas Bullding
Beaumant, Texas 77701

Attoroey far Defendant OWENS=-CORNING
FIBER GLASS CORPORATION

Mr, John Tucker

Attrney at Law

Orgain, Bell and Tucker
Besumont Savings Buillding
Beaumont, Texas 77701

/ Atturney for Defendant GUSTIN-BACON
HANUFACTURING COMPANY

Mr. George A, Wkller
Attorney at Law

P, 0. Box 350
Beaumont, Texaa 77701

Attorpey for Dafendant FIBERBOARD
PAPER PRODUCTS CORPORATION

HMr., Charles 5., Pipkin
Attorney at Law

P, 0, Box 1632
Beaunont, Texas 77704

Atterney for Defendancs COMBUSTION
ENGINEERING, INC. and REFRACTORY
& IKSULATION CORPORATION

Mr, George L, Duncan
Attorney at Law

Beaumont Savinge Building
Beaumaont, Texaa 77701

Attornay for Defandante PITTSBURGH
PLATE GLASS COMPARY and PITTSRUORGH
CORNING CORPORATION

Mr. Gordan R. Pate

Attorney at Law

1119 Beaumont Savings Building
Beaumont, Texas

Atcorney for Defendants JOHNS-MANVILLE
PRODUCTS CORPORATION AND JOHNS~-MANVILLE
FIBER GLASSE, IHC, . . 12/ b ;

3h3>4ﬁ ot

Attorjfy for Plaineiff v

wlf=
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