IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT F I L E D

BEAUMONT DIVISIOR

CLAUDE &, TOMPLAIT

Vs

COMBUSTTONR ENGINKERING,
IRC,, ET AL

CIVIE ACTION NQ. 5402

o

OBJECTIOR TO INTERROGATORY

COMES NOW Johna-Manville Fiber Glass, Ine., cne of the
de fendante in the above entitled and rumbered civil agction, and
in responge to the single intesrogatory served by plainiiff upon
its undersigned counsel on Mgy 25th, 1888, respectfully objeots
thereto upon the following geod and sufficient groundas:

1.

Satd Inteppogatory seeks io Rave thie defandent furnish
the name of a person in i1te employ who has knowledge of all of
the following matters:

fa) The businses activitdes of this defendani;

b} The materiale manufactured by thia defen-
dant;

fe) Phe ingradienite of eaeh of eaid materials;

{d) CGeneral informatiaon ae to eales made by thie
defendant. of ite materiala;

fe) General informaiion ae to the use of the pro-
ducts manufactured by this defendant;

(f} EKnowladge of any safaty rulee or asuggestions
as to the use of such materiala or producta.

In thig connection, this defendant magnufaciures many
products ueed for insulating purposes, ce echown by itz anawers
toe plaintiff's firet get of interrogatoriee. None of such pro-
duots oontain asbeetos fibers., Ho one pereon or even two or

three of defendant's employers or vepresentaiives have knewledge
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of all of the mattere inguired about in said interrogatory. Con-
saquently, satd Interrogatory is too broad in ita scops, places
gr impossible burden upon this defendant with which it sannot
reasonably comply, and said Interrogatory is not restricted to
any particular product or material of this defendeni, nor is it
restricted ae to the time during whiek plaintiff seeke to obtain
gunh information, and the Court should enter herein an Ordér to
the effect that this defendant need not anesuwer said Interrogatory.
2.

In the alternative, this defendant says that should it
be regquired to answer eaid Interrogatery in any respeet, the
same ghould be limited to a apectfic time, te a specifiec pro-
duat or products to be designated either by trede name or by in-
gredienta thereof and should eliminats tharefrom the require-
ments regarding thia defendant‘'s general. businese aciivities,
general information as to sales and gemeral information as to
the use af any products not specifically designated by the plain-
tiff.

WEEREFORE, thias defaendant movesg the Court to enter
hepein an Order suetaining its cbjections tv said Interrogatory,
or, in the altarnative, that an appropriate proteative order be
enterad hevein reptricting the seope and applicakility of such
Intarrogatery a8 set forth above.

Reapeotfully aubmitted,

ON F. FA?E
1118 Peaumont Savings Building
Beaumont, Texga 77701
Attorney fei Johng-Manville
Fiber Glase, Ine.
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NOPICE TO ALL ATTORNEYS OF RECORD:

Please take notice that the above and Fforegoing Object-
ions and Motion of the Defendant, Johns-HanviZI; Piber Glase,
Inme., will be brought to the attention of the Court for hearing
on the same date thet the Couri hedrs and determinesz Plaintiff's

Motion for Disaocvery.

ttorney for
Fiber Clase, Ine.

CERTIPICATE OF SERVICE

A true copy of the foregoing Objections ¢nd Motion of
the Defendant, Johns-Manville Fibsr Glass, Ine., was on thie the
ZQ& day of June, 1968, served upon coungel for each of the
other partise herein by depositing the same tn the United States
Mail, addressad to Mm. Bem L. Reynolde, Roysteon, Rayzor & Cook,
877 Zan Jasinte Building, Houston, Pezaa 7?003; Mr. Ward Stephensen
Stephenson Building, Orange, Tezas; Mr. John CG. Tuokaer, Beaumont
Savings Building, Beaumont, Texas 77701; Mr. George 4. Wellew,

P. 0. Box 350, Begumont, Texas ??2704; Mv. Charles 5. Pipkin, P.0O.
Box 1832, Beaumont, Texgs 7?7704; Mr., feorge Duncan, Beatmont
Savings Building, Beaumont, Temas 77701, and Mr. John Riensira,

Beaumont Savings Butlding, Deaumont, Tewas 77701.

‘Attorney for Johna-Manville
Fiber Glase, Ina.
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