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L he o NEW YORK March 5, 19

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

Cincinnati, Ohio.
Dear Dr. Kehoe:

Inclosed is'copy of letter frem
YMr. Stryker to Mr. Johnson of the lst vhich wes
sent to us by the latfer with the retuest that
we ascertain your views concerning the cuestion

of r. Stryker.
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LIJIAEYBY TRFUE & FAULXS
Prqdentlal Building
763 Broad Street, Heward, H. J.

¥srch 1, 1920

STATDARD CIL CO,

Zdvard F. Johnson, Fsq.
Standard Cil Company

26 Broadway

¥ew York, H, J.

Tear ¥r. Johnson:

I have your letter of the £7th wilt., enclosing
copy of letter from Dr. Hehoe.

+

As I underssand mr. Xehoe's letter, it is based

apen o condition in 1326, which he says was a year
after the nlleged exposure. Suit in this case was commenced

on Cetober 15, 19.9, and, in my judgment, mny claim for
exposure prior to l““ , which resulted in an illness in
1328 would be barred by the Statute of Limitatiens. =Svans
vill undoubtedly claim, however, that he was exposed to
tetraethyl lead within & period of two yeurs prior to the
commencement of the action and it may be that he will ulsc
claim thst the later exposure was more hzrmful to him
tecause of his previous exposure than it otherwise would
have been. 11 would like to have Dr. Hehoe's view as to
vhether any such claim coxld be sustiined if made.

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

I do not know why the Bill of Particalars has bzen
so long delayed unless, perhups, Mr. Gordon is having some
difficulty in stating his case so azs to avoid the defense
of the Statute of Limitations.

Very truly yours,
(Signed) Josiah Stryker
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Tthyi Cagoline Corp.,
25 4*0&&”3y,

Gew York CLL

Tear Lr. ebb:

. Johnson of the

in my conversatﬂon«w. T
~tandard 011 dsparitment :t Tuesday I oublined briefe
1y vnsat appeared to me Lo the imporbtant facts in
this angd similar cases, attempiting to make clear
Trom the point of view of :édical expert what it would
e nace in rdev to bring such a
cmsae to n, Hr. Johnson asked
me Lo e newhat in a letter to you,
Tieh m *0 him at your pleasure.

I followed 'y, Johnsonts requesth o
enclosing he th whst scems to me to be a fair
vsia of thig csse on s wedical point of view.
=ay be carbain Taets and details involved cn ¥
there iz not szbsolute unanimity of medical op
zeneral, however, the ua73ne of the subiset is
ate znd all of the factual detalls are tenable.
least 1t represents the sort of evidencs that I
consider 1t necessary to present in a czse of thi
sort.

I am enclosing a copy for r, Johnson if
vou wish to place 1% 11 1ils hands.

T am certeinly grateful for your telegram
of last Friday informing me that 1t va anﬁecoccurj
for me to go to EBoston. I am sorry indeed il T gave
you the imnresaion that 1 was not entirely vi’?ipg to
go do bBoston if necessary, for I should not wish you
to feel that you need hesitﬁze in asking my ssrvices
in such a matter. However, I was very happy that it
was not necessary for me to go t that time, for you
can probsbly understand th % there are many things

here that need looking =2 te

2 by

It was a greet plsasure to see you in Mew
York and to have an opportunity of talking over somee
what fully a number of importdnt thatters. Xindest ro-
Fards. '

Sincerely vyours,
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