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MACLEAN, POoU & EMANUEL

ATTORNEYS AND COUNSELORS AT LAW
SUITE 804 LAWYERS BUILDING

o RaLEIGH, N. c.

AnGuS D. Mac!
A 3
PHONES: 358

October 2, 1936

Dr. Robert A. Kehoe,
University of Cincinnati,
Cincinnaeti, Ohio.

Dear Dr. Kehoe:

Re: v. Stendard 0il Company.

TFor your information, I enclose a memorandum submitted
to me on yesterday by Mr. A. B. Reid, who has been investigating
this case., I discussed it last night at a conference in Wilson,

N. C.; with Dr. Lynch, of Chearleston, S. C., Dr. N. ¥. Rodman, of
Norfolk, Va., and Dr. Pittmen, of Wilson. They agreed that an i*
examination of should be made on our part, and this will prob-
ably be done next week by Drs. Rodmen, Pitmen and Blackshear (an
eye specialist at Wilsonj, @nd by a competent neurologist, if one
is available. ¥We had expected to use Dr. Redwood, of Norfolk, for
this purpose, but it appeers that he has been treating Pitt for
some time. BRBoth he and Dr. Martin, also of Norfolk, are reputable
men, as we are informed, and both will say, saccording to Dr. Rodman,
who has talked with them, thet Pitt has multiple sclerosis but will
not attribute it to lead. Dr. Davenport, on the other hand, will
express the opinion that he had lead poisoning, and that his pre-
sent condition is the result. So far as I could learmn, there is
some evidence and opinion to the effect that multiple sclerosis
may result from lead poisoning, and it was said that Dr. Spear,

of* Baltimore, might express this opinion.

Please return the enclosed memorandum to me, with such
suggestions as you care to offer. I understand, of course, our
primary position is that the gasocline handled by Pitt could not have
been the cause producing his condition, whatever it may be, but prac-
ticelly it is necessary to go further end explain the cause, if pos- -
sible.

Yours very truly,

MacLean, bu & Emznuel

Copy: _
Mr, Edwin S. Hall,
25 Broadwsy,

New York City.
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