SAFETY DEPARTHERT

bugnst 8, 1945

M. H, Foasett

The-issociated Ethyl Company Limited
értiilszg Eansa,‘ﬁrtillery Row
London, 8.%. 1, Ehg,la.nd

Dear Fughi

I have read with interest your letier duted July ¢?tz,
together with the atisched correspondencs o ard from ¥r. J. &. Betchelor
of Australis, We have & aufficient numbey of copies of DUr, Hachlels
repord on hand, One esch iz being sent to Beichelor and Eilsso-Gill

and two imder separsts cover to yourself.

So far as we kiow it 1s not & genersal practice in this country
3o neintsin & variable waber bobtom a2 & meane of. keeping down evaporation
losses in & ftank with 2 fixed roof. #Hater hottoms sre used primerily
to prevent the loss of gaseoline s & resultd of tank lesitage. It hss been
obgerved in certein cases where the water botiom hes been changed
frequently that considerable sludge collects in the tank. In one case,
in & tenk that had not been clesned for a nuwber of years, the depth
of sludge varied from 12* Yo 18", Huch of the sludge consisted of nud
and silt from the souree of water supply. While the lead content of ths
sludga may be lﬁﬂ, it is doubtful if the toital lesd conbtent wes naterielly
reduced.

It would seem logicsl that some lead would be carried off with
the water if the water bottom were chsnged with any degree of regulerity.
Ia the case that came io Baichelor's atlention, he mentioned thet there
wag bub & trace of lead in the sludge. If he hes & more accurate figure,
- we should like to have 1% and we should also llke more information with
regard to the amount of weter held in the tank and the frequanqy with ' o
which it was changed. . NG &

Cerﬁainiy the phenomena is of int@raﬁt but whether it goes
R beyond the point of acadenie interest, thersby affecting owr tank clean
“~.ing precsutions; geems guestionable. If Batchelor is correct in his
assumption anf the oil companies wers encouraged to change the water in
floating roof tanks at frequent intervals a3 a mesns of reducing the leed
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content of alndge, nrobebly the companies would then infer that the lead
hazard would be redunaé 4o guch & point that our tank eleaning precautions
would no longer be reguired. %e doubt 1f this ever would be true.
Effarts axnen&ed in this direction might then yaradazfcallg result in
less assurance of safety dn tank elesning then now exists.

¥e ghall be pleased to review from tims to time any additional
information yau esre to supply. 4An aaalyaig of the: auditicnal data may
change our opinicn of the ultiuste reaalﬁ of the procedurs.

?ezy truly yeuxs, .
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O, B. LE®IS
Hansger
EELLT

KE 0015753



