July 2, 1951

ATR MAIL

Mr. C. L. Risso-Gill

The Assoclated Ethyl Company Ltd.
Artillery House, Artlllery Row
London, 8.W.1l

England

Dear Charlie:

Thanks for your letter of June to which
replying.
and 1t seems advisable tc get an ansver
delay. You may well imagine that I have b
attempting to clear up many thlngs before

-
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With respect te the Du Pont "Tank Talk" I

o e a very significant plece of work. P
eye toward such presentations of informatl
told and, therefcre, I would appreciate an;

make on the usefulness and applicablility of this hooklet.

may well imagine, some of the people in Et
that this was a clever and uzeful move on
*hat we should do something to ccunter 1%t.
non;ensef‘buu that does not answer the jorg

With speciflc reference to your question,
and never have, insisted upon the use of m
who are nandling sludge cutside of

the tank

I khave been slow in

However, I am leaving for a vacaticn for about a month,
£f to you without further

een somewhat swamped in
taking a t*ﬁp.

‘have nct conszidered this
erhaps I have a jJaundlced
on. If so, I should be

vy commentz that you may

As you

hyl Corporatloq have felt
the part of Du Pont and

To this I reply mentally -

oblenm.

I may say. that ve do not,
asks on the part of men
The situation in this

country is a little dW?ferent from your own, as you know, since,

generally speakling, we have a man on hand
mask should be worn or not. If one 1s dea
disadvantageo sltuation, the mask would
clrcumstances they would not be worn by me
tank, unless the work was concentrated in
more or less contlinuously exposed via the r
of the matter is that the risksof handling
when reasonable precauticns are taken to a
arc rather insignifilcant, and would rcach
dealing with a group of men who were engag;
as a part of thelr ordinary job. That is
poisoning could occur, but it is most unli
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polsoning, as a consequence of a single ex
days at a time, would result in difficulty;
in tha}

present verslion of your regulations

absence of supervision, it would not be po

serious danger nmight exlst, and therefore
additional precauticns.

Certainly they ar

to decide whaether the

ling with a particularly

be worn. Under ordinary

n working outside of the

such a way that they were

espiratory route. The fact

sludge outsgide the tank,

vold exposure by inhalation,

signif*cance only if one was

ed in this work regularly

tc say, cumulative lead

lrtely that acute lead

perience lasting for a few
Our reason fcr the

regard, was that in the

3sible to antlclpate when

t was wise to take these
not regularliy needed,
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and certalinly experlence in this country has demonstrated that they
are not needed. On the other hand, the elimination of this regulation
on your part, might result in your meeting a significant difficulty in
somz part of the world and thereby belng subject to criticlism for
relaxing precautions which for some time have shown themselves to be
satisfactory. If you feel that thls 1s worthy of further discussion,
because of practical sltuations, please do not hesitate to follow up.
I am sure you would not he taking a serious risk in terms. of numbers
of difficultlies. I am not sufficiently sure that there would be no
def'cu1+y to suggest that you might eliminate this regulation altogether.
I shall be glad to conslder it further with you on the basis of any
information you may wish to present. At present, however, 1f you are
having nc difficulty in enforcing the thing, and if you are not
creating a vreat inconvenlence, 1 should be disposed to leave the
matter as it is. :

Sincerely yours,

Robert A. Kechoe;, M De
EAK ef

Dictated but not read.
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