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f t * September 21, 1934»

Mr. Edwin S . B all»
Standard O il Company o f E .J .,
26 Bre&&wa& 9  ;  ; - v  . . . .  ;  .

lew ?ork C ity* - - v  '■  ' ' '

Dear Mr* Hall* r

Your le t te r  o f September 18th addressed to  Mr* ISebb concerning ^ ie  
S u it has been re fe rred  to  m e.7:u;. ■ -

Our records show th a t our laboratory  received only a  few samples from 
your C harleston re fin ery  in  1929 and s o t a l l  o f  these were analyzed fo r te tra e th y l 
lead* We have been ab le to  f in d  the sample rep o rts fo r  the follow ing sam ples. 
These were sen t to n s  by the C harleston re fin e ry * -

iif lc a tio n
Ember

Date
Shipped,

T etraethy l Lead 
. A nalysis 

0 e per gallon

R efiners Record 
o f lead  Content 
c  c per gallon "■ rZ

5335 6/28/29 n o t analysed 2.2

5359 ;■ 7/39/29 1.7085 ^ /¡¡j

5893 3/27/29 1.76 - , .....

5898^5. a/si/sr n o t analyzed . - 1.601

8 9 2 ? ::- / - 9/ 13/29 1.07 -  ,

5928 9/ 12/29 " r'-liSSfSŜ ; ... . 1.601

10/ 9/29 x.os ‘  -  "

-  . i c /9/29 1.97 *• - . ' .

Our o rig in a l rep o rts on these samples e re  in  my possession and can be turned 
over to  you i f  yon d esire*  .

At th e  tin »  severed b y th e s e s a m p le s .l t  was n o t our custom to  analyze a l l  ^  ' 
samples fo r  te tra e th y l lew l providod th e  sample was sa tis fa c to ry  in  knock-rating and - ;
in  o ther C h a rac te ris tic s.  This accounts fo r there being no lead analysis in  some cases.
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