
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FILED 
FOR THE EASTERY, DISTRICT OF TEXAS 

BRAUMONT BIVISION 

vS. { CIVIL ACTION NO, 5402 

MOTION OF THE DEFERDANT, FIBREBOARD PAFER PRODUCTS 
CORPORATION, FOR EXTENSION OF TIME WITHIN WHICH 

TO REPLY TO PLAINTIFF'S ANSWER TO MOTLORS 
FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

TO THE HONCRABLE JUDGE OF SAID COURT: 

COMES NoW the defendant, Fibreboard Paper Products 

Coxporation, and requeats that the Court prant additiopal time 

within which for this defendant te file a reply ro the plain- 

tiff's answer to various motions for summary judgment in which 

‘counge) for plalntiff wmakee representations to the Court that the 

undersigned attorney made various agreements and violated puch, 

and as grounds for this motion for extension would show: 

1. 

Coungel for this defendant has besn actively engaged 

in trial and will be out of town on another commitment during 

the remalnder of this week, and it will be impossible to reply 

to the matters in controversy until sometime during the week 

of June 24, 

Accordingly, thie defendant reguests that the time be 

extended to file a reply to such motion to Monday, July 1, 1968, 

Rezect fully submitted; 

GED, A, WELLER 
WELLER, WHEELUS & GREEN, 
P. O. BOX 350, BEAUMONT, TEXAS 77704 
ATTORNEY FOR FIBREBOARD FAPER PRODUCTS 
CORPORATION. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I certify that a copy of the foregoing motion 

was served on Mr. Ward Stephenson, Stephenson, Thompson 

& Morris, Stephenson Building, Orange, Texas, attorney 

for plaintiff, and to all other attorneys of record, by 

mailing a copy by regular United States Mail to their 

respective addresses on the 18th day of June, 1968, 

oo 4. Ll 
OF COUNSEL 
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