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Hre ﬁ; Ee Ballin, T
¥eIntosh and Seymour Corpe.,
Aubm, He Y&

Dear Sir: | - | 7

et R .

Your letter of August 3 addressed to
the Ethyl Gasoline corpcration. has been referred
to me for reply.

Th@ question which you propose in your
letter 1s one which has risen many timess There
is a d4ifference in the carbon in & car which has A
been using Ethyl Gasoline es fuel. The deposit ‘
containsg a certalin amount of lead, some of which
is thrown off in tha fumes in the form of lead
oxlde and lead bromide, The garage mechanic hes
certain other exposures to lesd in the course of
his work and it has been a guegtion, thersfore,
as to whether the total exposure of such mechanics
to lead might not constitute an industrizl hasard,

This laboratory has undertaken to do-
termine whether or not this hazardé is of any cone
- sequence, and during several years we have calge

fully iavestigateé a large number of garage mechw
anlcs working on cars which have burned Ethyl CGagoe
1ling exclusively., Ho cases of poisoning have arisen
and up to the present we have been unable to find
any evidsnge of an abgorption of lead which ia in
any way eignﬁficant. I do not bellove, therefore,
that you will find any injurious effect experienced
by your employees in this work, end I do not belleve
the$ any unusual precautions are necessary, although
inswork of ﬁhis kind it 48 always desirable for the
mechanie to avoid the inhalation of fumes as far as
it %e conveniently possibles I mhould not suggest
the use of a mask for I do not believe that it is
1zkaly %0 be used 4in such & way as to promote the

ende which you desire. Furthermors, it is my feele
ing thet if there were any apprecisble danger in
this wovk we would have found some evidence of 1%
by this time.

Vory truly yours,
RAK:EJ .-

L1 Anaeanas



