BEAUMONT DIVISION Br — o
: DEPUTY

CLAUDE I, POMPLAIT

Vs CIVIL ACTION ¥0. 5402

COMBUSTION ENGINEBRING,
IRC., ET AL

ey g ey ey Ty ey

ANSFER OF DEFERDANT, JOENS-MANVILLE FPRODUCTS
CORPORATION, T MOFION FOR DISCOVERY

10 PHE BONORABLE JUDCE OF 5AID COURT:

COMES XOW, the defendant, Jokng-Magnville Producte Cor-
poration, gubject to the objections heretofors filed, and makes
the following Answers to said Moiion:

I.

In peply tc Paragraph 5 of eaid Motion, this defendant
statas:

(1) That it does not maintain a Medical Research
Deparimant, but doss contribute finanotally dand/or otharwise supp-
ort medical researeh concerning aebepitosis gnd related problems
eondupted by the following crgaontzations:

fa) Imdustrial Hygiene Foundatiom of America;

{b) U. 5. Publie Realth Servies Study of Asbegatos
Workersa;

fe) Inmetitute of Cooupaticonal and Invironmental
Bealth;

{d) BSehool of Publie Heglith of the Universiiy of
Pittaburgh.

{2) That it maintains a Seientifie Researsh Deparimenti
whick 18 not medical in nature, aqnd is direcied towvarda the inven-
tion and development of new products. The hedd of thia Depariment
ig Ur., Fred L. Pundeack, Jehns-Nunville Producte Cforporation, FPost
Offices Box 159, Manpille, New Jevsey (8835 (Ds. Pundegek ia not

a medieal doetor).
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Ir.
The desowiption of the respirator inquired about in
Faragraph § ef said Motion is uas follows:
M-5-4 Cuetom Comfo - ALL Dust Filter Type Respirater -
ManuPactured by Mine Safety Appiifances Company,
Pitteburgh 8, Penngylvenia (Deparimeént of The Interior -

Bureau of Mines Approval No. 2168 and No. 2148.)

EDGN R, PATE
i119 Beaumont Savings Building
Begqumont, Texqs ?7701
Attorney for Dgfendant, Johna-
Manville Products Corporation

STATE OF TEXAS !
/
COUNTY OF JEFFERSON f

BEFORE ME, the undersigned authority, on this day per-
sonally appeared GORDON K. FPATE who, being firet duly sworn, on
ocatk eaye that he has read the Foregoing Angvevs to ceptain parta
of Plaintiff's Motion for Diseovery, and the Answere herein given
are true and correst, baszed on the information furnished to the
undersigned attorney.

Lot e

GORBON K. PATE

SWORR T0 AND SUBSCRIBED BEFORE ME, the undargignad
authgrity, by Gorden E. Pate on thie the ,gév.”.‘- day of

st ganir " 968,
. | . :
[N PRy
NATARY/ PUBLIC in and for
Je ffeteon County, Texas

I certify that a true and eprréct copy of the above and
foregoing Answer of the PDefendant, Johna-Manville Products Cor-
poration, to Plaintiff's Motion Ffor Discovery, was served on Mr.

Ward Stephenson, Stephenson Building, Orange, Texas, by mailipg
a sopy by eentified mail on the day of &%‘ a? 1
1968,

A frue and corréct agpy of the Answer of Motion for Dis-
covery was served on all othar counsel of record by mailing by
Firet olaes mail on the aame daté.

“GORDON R. PATE
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