March 8, 1540

dr, Fo Se Shepard

Secony Vacuwas 011 Company
26 Broadway

dew York City

New York

Dear lr, Shepard:

Mre Os Be Loewis of the
Lthyl Gasciine Corporztion has informed mo of your
interest in talking with me at am early date about
he use of propertionesr egquipment, MNr, Lewls has
stated that you are vory well satigfled with the
operatlion of the equipment at East St,Louls. It was
his impression that you were anxious to extend the
uge of this eyuipment to other planta. -

I should be very glad
to sse you and discuss this matter with you at an
early cate, and I hope this can be done some time
soon when I am In New York, I will let you know
elther direcctly or through ¥r, Lewls when I expect
to be there, and I shall try to sult my convenience
Lo yourse

¥eanwhile I should be
less than frank if I did not repeat whaet I hawe sald
before in this connections From the point of view of
a general program of safety in the handling of Ethyl
Fluid and the blending of leaded gasoline, I om ex-
ceedingly skeptical about this proportlonser equip-

- ments It has, I belleve, certain fundamentally ob-

-Jectionable qualities, and in additlon there may be
other difficultles in comnection with 1ts use which
only time and experience can reveal, With these 1deas
in mind, I should be reluctant indeed to take the
~responsibility for approving the use of this type of
equipment, I am quite willing to be convinced by oxe
perience, but I think it is falr to say that present
experience doea not entitle any of us to an opinion as
tb the adequacy of this eguigment for the purpose for
which it was intended over any long period of time, If
wo should find that the use of this type of eguipment
eliminates certain hagzards which exiat at the present time,



Sy

without augmenting other hazards and without Introducing

any new ones, I shall be the firat to recommend 1its use.
If, on the other hand, 1t does introduce certaln new
hagards without materially influencing others, I shall
continue to be uqalterably opposed to its uvse, I should
say in thia connection that the mere convenience sascciated
with the use of such eguipment can not be regarded as an
adsguate basis for 1ts usé for thlg purpose, You may

draw the conclusion from thias note that I am not completely
owen wmindad avout the use of thisg egquipment, I shall have
to pisad guilty to that acocusgation for, as I have Iindlcated
acove, there are fundamentally objJectionable qualitles

to this type of squipment which make it absolutely necessary
that 1%t should prove its own case beyond any peradventure,
We are not at liberty to change from . a typse of mixing which
has demonstrated over a period of years that 1t 1a safe,
into one which may have dofinitoly hazardous featurss
beyond those which can actually bs 3een as a matier of
principle, This is, I beliove, not a question of anyone's
individeal or technlcal okill, wor 1t is a question of
loyalty to anycnel!s ldsas or point of viewe IL 13 purely

2 qusstion of relative safoly and in my opinicen 1t can not
e declided on any other basis. The proporticnesr peocple
havse in one cor twe Instancos astempted to dlscuss this
questlion wlth mo on thse bagis of the nze of modern engineering
mothods, Such an argument is irrelevant and impertinent
sings, 23 I repeai, we are concerned only wilth one thing,
tha development of the maximum security in the handling of
an intrinsically dangerous produch,

Sincerely yours,

RAZ:4s Robert A. Kehoe, H.D.
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