235 BROADWAY

E NEW YORK  larch 5, 1930.

INTER-OFFICE,
CORRESPONDENCE

Dr. R. A. Kehoe,
College of iledicine,
Eden & Bethesda Aves.,

Cincinnati, OGhio.
Dear Dr. Kehoe:
Fnclosed is'copy of letter from
Mr. Stryker to Mr. Johnson of~the 1st vhich was
sent to us by the latter with the rejuest that
we ascertain your views concerning the cuestion
of lr. Stryker. '
Will you kindly let us have this

information at your earliest opportunity.

Yours vyery truly,

A:H



LINDABURY, TEFUE & FAULES
Prudential Building
763 Broad Street, Heward, E. J.
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VS, STANDARD CIL GO,

Zdvard ¥, Johnson, 7Fsq.
Standard Cil Company

26 Broadvay

¥ew York, ¥, J.

Tear ¥r. Johnson:

I have your letter of the Z7th uilb., enclosing
copy of letter from Tr. KXehoe.

As I undersiand Tr. ¥ehoe's lebter, 1t is based
apan Q condition in 1926, which he says was a year
after the snlleged exposure. Suit in this case was commenced
on Ceteber 15, 1909, and, in my judgment, =ny claim for
exposure prior to 13926, which resulted in an illness in
1226 weould be barred by the Statute of Limitations. Zvans
will undoubtedly claim, however, that he was exposed to
tetraethyl lead within a period of ftwo yeurs prior to the
commencement of the action and it may be that he will also
claim that the later exposure was more harmful to him
tecause of his previous exposure than it otherwise would
have been. 1 would lixe to have Dr. Behoe's view as to
vhether any such claim could be sustiined if made.

%hile, cf cecarse, I shall reserve decision as to
the refenses vhich should be interposed %o the suit until
after the BI1l of Particulars has been received, it is my
present view that we should plemd=all of the defenses
pleaded to the other suits znd that i% is cuite possible
that the Statute of Limitations msy play a very important
part in the litigation.

I do not imow why the Bill of =articulars has been
so long delayed unless, perhups, Mr. Gordom is having some
¢ifficulty in stating his case so as to avoid the defense
of the Statute of Limitations.

Very truly yours,

(Signed) Josiah Stryker
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e Hae e 'rvebb .
Tthyi Casoline Corp.,
35 Hroadwyay,

2y KT b
ew York City.

e,

cear Lre ebb:

In my conrersatvoﬂ;w1th lir. Johngon of the

standard Q11 department 1 Paesday I oublined brief-
ly wnat appeared to me to Lz the important facts in
this and similar cases, attempting $o make clear
from the p £ of view of médical expert what it would
e nsgessa to demonstrate in order to bring such a
¢mse to g igfaectory conclgsion. HIe Johnson asked
we fTo exps ths subject somewhat in a letter to you,
ieh might be transmitied to him at your pleasure.

I have followad ", Johnsonts reques
enclosing herewith what scems to me to be a It
ysia of this csse on g wedical point of view.
=ay be certain Taebs z:d detsils involved on i
there 13 not sbsolute anlnﬁty of medical opinion. In
zeneral, howvever, %he ontline of the subjlect is accurs
ate z2nd all of the factual dstalls are *fq““ﬁc, it
least it repressents the sort of evidencs that I would
consider 1t necessary to present in a cszze of this
= Ol’t ©
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nclosing a copy for 'r. Johnson if
g it in

tils hands. -
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wou wish bto

O

I am certeinly grateful Tor your telegram
of last Friday informing me that 1t was unnecessary

for me %o go to Eoston. I zm sorry indeed if T gave
you the impression that I was not entirely willing to
o0 do boston if necessary, for I should not wish you
to feel that you need hesltate in asking my ssrvices
in such a matter. However, I was very happy that it

was not necessary for me to go at tnuu time, for you
can probably understand th i fthere are many things
here that need looking after,
It was a grest pleasure to see you in Yew
York and to have an opporfunity of tqlxing ovVer somee
what fully a number of ‘EpOTtdnt matters Xindest re- e
""'J’l"dgc '

S3incerely yours,

HE 001 453
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