DL et ZONOLITE

DIVISION W. R. GRACE & CO. 060‘16486

\\/ LIBBY. MONTANA
' \)/ '(L(’nc:ll—IQLQOJ'
b
Jaauary 25, 1266
F. W, Fupp done JIfflce
R. A, Cleich Libby

Maryland Casualty Company
Dear Frank:

We recelved no report on the October inspection made by Willlam €,
Walker of Maryland Casualty Caﬁanm Seattle office. Hlis verbal
report before leaving was that no recameendations to make
and that everything sppeared to be very good. As far as reports
from them are concerned, If Chicago doesn't get them, Libby most
certainly will not.

Mr. Walker and Mr, Schmldt d!d taks three dust samples when they
were here In March 1965, Personal opinion Is that thq were very
Il1l-0quipped to do any sawpling. Thelr equipment was Inadequate.
even If It had beon camplete, which It was not, and they were
Q?arontly unfamillar with its ocperation. Ths saaples were sct-
ually taken with our gear and personne! under thelr su%:rvlslon.
They had a8 laboratory In Spokane mnlgc the sarple. e lab-
oratory fouled up the analysls end the results mesnt nothing. |
&n enclosing ¢ letter from Mr, Parks to ODon Carkener regerding
that visit, We purlolned or rather conned Ar, Yalker out of &
copy on 8 leter visit or we would never have lnown any results, .
The samples end analysis are worthless.

in e, Parks letter to you he menticns Threshold Limit Values
il'u) ond Maxisms!| Acceptable Concentrations sdapted by the ACGIM

‘(American Conference of Goverrmental Industrisl Hyglenists) snd
r;ts od'ga oplanstions are quoted fram the Threshold Liait
ailug - .

On 3 of hig letter to roo!n item §, Mr. Parks wrote "The 1963
T™he {é Limit VYalue for Mineral Busts contalning less than 1X
Crystalline S!)ics and asbestos is 5,000,000 particles per cubic
foot of alr. This Is the evalustion upon which Rr, Walker has
sade his recomendations.” To our knowledge, Mr, Walker has not
sade such 8 recomwendation. Most certainly he has not mede It

to Libdy elther verbally or otherwise. %e sre unswasre of such o
recommendation by enyone except In Mr, Park's letter to you, |

&= eoclosing a copy of the 1963 TLY to which Mr, Parks refers.
Also some Information from Data sheet S3! published by the Nat-
lonal Safety Councll] titled Nust, Funes, and Mists In Industry,
Paregraph glves the origin of the Seppcf suggested for asbestos
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dust. MNote that this s for the esbestos textlle Industry where
all the dust is asbestos and not Just part tremolite as In our
case. We have less than IX Crystalline Silicas.

We have two distinct diffurences from what Mr, Parks has indic-
ated., Our dust contains tremolite, not the asbestos typa referred
to In the TLY and our dust Is not all tremolite. In Mr. Ben Wgke's
r?orz of May 23,1963, Montana State Board of Health, the Maximm
Allowable Concentration for us Is 20 milllon particles per cuble
foot of air tota! dust and 5 mllllon particles per cubic foot of
sir for asbastos. He cxplains that the ssbestos concentration Is
calculated on the bas!s of our sir-borne dust being 40X asbestos.
In April 1363, Mr, Wake had 6 samples analyzed by the U, §, Publlc
Hea!lth Service which ldentified the mineral as Tremolite - Actin--
olite In concentration varylng from 6.2X to 22.5X, MNote the use
of Tramolite Instesd of Asbastos end the high of 22.5X Instead of
0X. However, this dld not change the maximua allowable concent-
ratlon of 20 mppcf and 5 mppcf. :

The 20 oppef total multiplied by 40X glves 8 mppcf Instead of the
allowable Smppcf for Tremmlite. Mr, Wake explained that the 20
mppcf total was acceptadla because the 5 mppel for Tremllite was
not an exact dividing 1ine between & safe and unsafe condition
but & range at which contro! should be set. (Report dated May 11,
1964). These !imits ware referred to In Mr, ¥aks's report of
October 2, 1964 and te our knowledge are still valld as far as .
the Montana State Board of Health Is concerned. We have not been
inspected since that time., For our own purposes, #s have vol-
untarily set our standards at 10 mppcf totsl dust. | am enclosing
our record of monthly dust counts,

| can see no reason for further limitations on us. Mr. Parks
recommendations are unreasonsdle and iopossible and unnecessary.

| hope thatthe explanations, enclosures, etc., will answer some
of your questions.

Sincerely,
RABleich/rlv //,.}':,5)
c.c. 0, F, Stewart \_f'/:

R, J. Ku)awa
€. 0. lovick
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