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Eden Avenue»
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Dear Dr. Kehoe:

In view of our experience in  the lead
poisoning case , i t  seems to me that we should consider w e ll - 
in advance o f the t r i a ls  of the above re fe rre d to  cases 
whether or not i t  i s  des irable  to  E^tempt^ocomoromise any' 
or a l l  o f them. ( P a r e n t h e t i c a l l y , wi th 
whose claim you are more than fam i l ia r , has not f i led  su it 
as ye t , but w i l l  do so very sho rt ly , I am sure ) .

You w i l l  re ca l l  that a fte r  the t r i a l  of the  
case , you and I  thought i t  wise to compromise same in view 
o f h is  blood pressure , p a rt icu la r ly  on the d ia s to l ic s ide .

Me could probably have compromised the  case, before the t r i a l  
fo r le s s  than i t  cos t the defendant, bat 'in  any event we 
could have saved Coiirt co s ts . As I  have advised you, the 
Ernest Taylor case was p a r t ia l ly  tr ie d  in  the  State  Court, 
'apd the testimony o f p l a i n t i f f ’ s own phys ician , Dr. Young, 
was quite  favorable  to  the  de fendant. However, Mr. Hardin,  
p la i n t i f f ’ s ch ie f counse l, was unable to attend the t r i a l  and  
depended on one of h is  asso cia te s , to  do so . The reafte r, I  
am sure he must have re a lize d  the weakness of the  case , and 
he dismissed i t  and re fi le d  the s u it  in  the  United Sta te s 
D is t r ic t  Court. This was a fte r  the ve rd ict in the  Walter  
Johnson case . I  am confident that he w i l l  send Tayldr to  
some docto t who, in a l l  p ro b ab i l i ty , w i l l  find  something 
v i t a l l y  wrpn^with the p l a i n t i f f .

The f lP H B B c a s e  has also  been re fi le d  in the United State s 
D is t r ic t  Uburt, and both i t  and the Taylor case w i ll  be tr ie d
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before  a Ju ry . The Whitfie ld  case  is  s t i l l  pending in  the 
State  Court.

' I  suggest that th is  would be a good time to have a l l  
four of the above named employees examined to  asce rta in  th e ir  
present condition. I  re a l iz e , o f course , that so few of the 
Baton Rouge doctors know anything about lead poisoning that  
we are l ia b le  to  rece ive  some adverse diagnoses, but we are 
going to  have to  do th is  sooner or la te r . I  do not think that  
we would secure an advantage by re fe rr in g these men to a New 
Orleans doctor, because he would probably not know any more 
about lead poisoning than the Baton Rouge doctors do.

' I  would very much appreciate  your views in th is  matter in  
the l ig h t  o f your and my experience in  the  Voster Baker case .
I am sending a copy of th is  le t t e r  to Mr. ED.aw, of the  du Pont 
Le gal Department, asking h is  views as w e ll.

Since  d ic ta t in g the above le t t e r , I  find  that my partne r,
Mr. P h i l l ip s , wrote Mr^ t law ^»^ th ^6 th  ins tan t w ith r e ference 
to  compromising t h e c a s e .  He s tate d in his 
le t te r  that in h is  opinion the case could be compromised fo r 
#2500.00, plus m e dicale xoe nse s^w hich would be on s u bs tan tially  
the same bas is  as th e ^ flflH H | |H £ ^  case was compromised. We 
have not had a re ply fro in Sr. Haw  as y e t .

Vary tru ly  yours

C. V. Porte r

cvp/ mr
cc - Abel Klaw, -Esq..'

-  Mr. H. B. Hunt
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