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gix (6) sanples of various Vanderbilt Lele preducts were analyszed for
Chrysotile content by MeCrone fAmsocdlatez and by B M. Ventlonsz, Inc. No
chrypotile was detected by either laboratory. The six (6) asamples were
suppliecd by bthe Jobng-Manville Compony ag portiona of the samples theoy
had found to contain wp to #5% chrysobtile 4 bor, ag reporied to Vanderbili
poersonnal and to olflelals of the Qc:mx}?aw onal. Safely and Health
Mminigtration in Washlington.
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Annlytical Dabto

In Morch of JUTS reprogentalives of Johns.Manville Corporation, Denver, (olorade (R. 8, Tams)
called rogquesting g pesting bobween thompelvey wnd R T, Vanderbilt }wraarm&% regasding Lhe
Isbeling of tromnlitic balde.  The meobting was evenbually srranged for Aprll 10, 1975 ab BV
Corporate Hesdquarters in Norvall, Connecticut.

The meeldng was otbendoed by R 8. Jamar, R P, Carter (representing J. M), He T Vanderbitl,
To U Foland, A. Mo Huevey, €. 8. Toongoon, and Po B Gibpey, Jo.

Lot prd Coxrbor oxplained thal they had enllud Lhly meebing Lo presonk thelr story Lhal our
Lalos (z:*m’;xm, cley ) contedned cheysoblile smd olher Lorms ol anbesbou, Thwy oflered Leehnics:
dnlba, m}]fiv.x ol which wore left with uzy and offured bo gend us pamples of Ghe Lale Lhey shou
lade During Hw diseuasion Tamar plabed that (mf" of the Vanderbilt produsts contaiinsl 559
chrysobile.,  The daba $hey presented doclwlod U oibee” counts peyformed on toae (B) so-entlod
Vanderhlly products dndicabdng that chrysoblle consbibubed up 4o oncedhict of the 70 bors!
comnbed,  (sec atiached Johus-nville docuent)  Fibors were dolined by bhe lnadequede ond
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olnolebe ¢vlberda of 511 aspoct ratio.

Thedr reasons fov Lhe vighl weve glven ag puroly informative, as "(‘:ﬁ“i,mlt’in, s eone we o yere Lo
awary off Lhe mineral content of owr Lale.  Thoy admittbed ‘Lhw had pone Ho OuHA offaecs gn
oatington with Gho same story, complaining thut they weee loving businoess Lo Vanderb it Letes

which they congiderad Lo {:s.:vnt,:ml more geboglos than nm ri.  thoy bave dghodlod Lheis Yestern

Late with the DBHA Asbegtog Tabel, and they had hopid to convina: ua o do Ukewige,  Eewaon
wan wade of fhe law sulbs now m;w;bmp agninest Jolwp-Manville regulbing Prom non-labolled
asbuston PO yoenen ago.

We aded the moobiue wilth Lhelr pronlso to sead ug portiong of the retolnsd sawples of
Varderbilb talen Lhoy bud anslysod and reporbed on,

The wevwe ghatonent mﬁiﬁfﬁf:l‘u«i!i{l ghrysolile come an o compledo guwrpelse o uws glonee our pand
studlies of the miner.l eontend of all our lnle ores and products bad roveslod no cheynotite.
The mineraly presat in the bale producly dlaeussed hoad beon doloswined o be as iiux,m.':::

medor non-asbestitom tramlite and anthophyllibo

modrrgbe serpentine Guibigowrite-d Lo Lmlj

midorate tale

trace quorisz

Other gradesz of Lole produced by VYenderbilb in g sepprate mine and mill fciliby dn the
Gonvernewy, Noew York ares contaln Uie following minerals:

mior Sibvous balc
winor serpenbine {aobipor! be=1sardite)

piaoy aaben UG anthophiy ) Lite .
briveo ophatbs PLAINTIFF’S
EXHIBIT
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These grades are listed as fibrous tales and are labelled with the OSHA Warning Label as
required. No chrysotile had been detected in any Vanderbilt tale product or ores.

In view of the discrepency between the data presented by Johns-Manville and those obtained

by us an immedigte investigation by RTV laboratory personnel of "off the shelf" sample room
materials representing the same products examined by Johns-Manville was Pegun to determine the
accuracy of the results presented by Lamar and Carter. These internal studies, which included
special mineral separation and concentration techniques, failed to detect any chrysotile.
Similar studies were conducted on a variebty of ores from verious areas of our mining oper-
ation with similar results; i.e. no chrysotile detected.

Samples of the tales Johns-Manville had analyzed were reguested and received from
Johns-Manville on May 22, 1975. ILamar assured the author by telephone on May 21, 1975, that
the eight (8) samples sent were rcpresentative portions of the materials examined by them.
Four (4) of the eight samples received were selected as representing the four (4) materials
Johns-Manville analyzed for "fiber" counts and split in half using a Caipco microsplitter.
Two (2) of the RIV "off the shelf" samples (mentioned above) were also selected, and all six

(6) samples coded as follows for further study:

RTV Lab. No. Sample No. Talc Grade'
CPs-206-1 JM RC-TL255-1 NYTAL 200
CPS-206 -2 RTV $-106 IT 325
CPS-206-% JM RC-7h255-2 NYTAL 40O
CPS-206 -4 JM RC-Th255-3 ASBESTINE 3X
CPs-206-5 RTV §-123 IT 3X
CPs-206-6 JM Re-Thoss-k ASBESTINE 325

¥ The use of the ASBESTINE trademark would indicate that
these materials had been produced several years ago since
the International Talc Company discontinued that termin-

ology in 1973.

These six (6) samples lobelled with only the RTV Lab. No. were senbt to two (2) independent
laboratories with the request that the materials be examined by scanning electron microscopy
(SEM) coupled vwith energy dispersive spectrometer (EDS) and by transmission electron microscopy
(TEM), selected area diffraction (SAD) to determine the presence or absence of chrysotile. If
present, an estimate of the chrysotile content was also requested.

The results obtained by both of these laboratories listed below are attached.

E. M. Ventions, Inc., Microanalysis Laboratory

15825 shady Grove Road
Rockville, Maryland 20850  (301) 948-TLk0O

Walter C. McCrone Associates, Inc.
2820 South Michigan Avenue
Chicago, Illinois 60616 (312) 8L42-7100

The results showy the absence of any detectable chrysolile, confirming the data obtained earlic
by RIV laboratory studies. We do not know what Jolms-Monville personnel were counting, but

1t obviously was not chrysotile. ~ e e e e




