June 17, 1941

| Mr, Eugh Fossett
~¢/o British Ethyl Corporation

"’c*tkwicﬁ

Chnaenirs, Hn*land
- ¥y desr Tossett::

Thanks for your various
communications: which have gone largsly unanswered
bscause they seemed to requlrs very little In the way
of reply, and also because, a3 you wmay expect, I have
bssn very obusy with other things. ' '

I hzve gpproved the
rranzsment made throur‘ #r. Batchelor for engaging
D“. Freeman tempor arl&y in accordance with thne ene
closed cop7Fe. There is little point, L bvellsve, In
sy writiag in any detail to aay of these man. Dr,
Pairly can be itrusted to provide complste Ilnformation
to men who are engsged wlth hls knowledge and consent,
and I believe that under present conditions we may just
as wsell content ourselvas to allow things to be handlead
in this fashion. Chsnges are likely to be made fairly
fraquently and since I have written to Dr. Falirley
- telling him of my pcint of view 1n this rsgard, I Dbellevs
there is little I need do other than teo keep awsars of
what transpires. All in all it seems a rather difficult
situation but I shsll do the best I can with 1t.

With reference to your
correﬁpondence with N. V. de Bataafachs Petroleum
Haatschapplj concerning the contamination of water
white gasolins with leaded gasolline, I think you have
taken the right position. We could, of cowyrse, arrange
‘to have some analyses done for them and will be glad to
- do so 1f for any reason you consider it advisable. On
the other hand I would feel that such analyses were made
purely for the purpose of satisfylng them add not for the
purpose of obtaining any needed information. It is quite
clear that there will be no dangers involved in the ‘
procedure they wish to carry on., Apparently they are not
‘clear in thelr mihds as to the purely theorsetical character
of the dangers involved in handling leaded gasoline. It
1s, in fact, absurd to considdr the toxiclty of gasollne
from the point of view of 1ts lead content, 1f the lead
- wag derived only from such a source &s they have in mind.
In this connection, you might report to him, if you wish
to do so, that 1f the lead content of gasoline 13 less than
one part per thousand by volume, they need not consider the



question of lead polsoning as the result of any type of
normal handling of gasoline., This, I believe, 1s covered

in the. memorandum’which you called to their attention, but

1y

1f you care to mention it specifically in addition to what
is said there, 1t will do no harm.

Obviously you are quite right
1n telling thsm that there 1s no short cut reaction by
me&ns of which they can determine the lead content of
g&~oline. Generaily speaking it would be possible for
them to tell whether lead was prbsentvin terms of the
dplcr of the gasoline. Thia,‘ sver, 18 not always safe
since, gaso*ine may be discolor d to some degree., However
in the case of fresh gasoliﬁe, ‘ \might be well to point
out to. them if the. dye can nob be seen, then the lead
content must indeed be minor.

I wag particularly interested
to find that you have moved your office. I think this
should ve highly advantabaous from the point ¢f view of
malntaining contact with all of yo*“‘&ctivities. I am
glad to know that your family is out of London, and I
hope Lorns and the children, as well as yoursslf, are
not having too difficult a time, I would appreciate 1t
ii you would give Lorna my very kindest regsrds when you
see her, and for yourself, as always ny very best wisnes.

Sincerely yours,

RAK:is » Robert A. Kehos, M,D.
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