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21st August, 1940.

Dr. R.A. Kehoe,
Dept, of Physiology, 
College of Medicine, 
University of Cincinnati, 
Cineinnati,
Ohio,
U.S.A.

Dear Dr. Kehoe,

Tank Cleaning.

I have just completed reading with very great intere st your 
monumental report on the investigations carried out  on the lead hazard from 
tanks which have contained Ethyl gasoline. .

There is one point which is not quite clear to me, a nd, as it 
assumes the very greatest importance, I am writing to  you to see if you will 
be so kind as to elucidate thevpoint for me. It con cerns the incidence 
of organic lead found in the sludge in the various categories of tanks.
On Pag© 26 and in Table 20 it is reported that the mean value for organic 
lead for a total of 504 results gives a mean of 0.0 42, from which it is —  
deduced that the margin of safety between the recor ded mean value and the 
known lethei. concentration is scant. However, the re corded means for the 
various different astegories of tanks given in Tabl e 20 would seem to lie 
between 0.015 and 0.018, this general level being S omewhat over one-third ~ 
of the quoted mean for all results of 0.042 and bei ng about one-sixth of the 
value 0.010 which is Indicated as being a lethal con centration.

I am ready to admit that my interpretation of the d ata summarised 
in Table 20 is in error, and, therefore, I would be  very grateful if you could 
clear this matter up for m.

Yours very truly,

Original by steamer.
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