ChesebroughPonds Inc.

RESEARCH LABORATORIES

TRUMBULL INDUSTRIAL PARK, TARUMBULL, CONNECTICUT 08811

FHONE: 203 377-7100 October ll = 1972 ) |

Mr. C. U. Driscoll

President

Whittaker, Clark & Daniels

100 Coolidge Street

South Plainfield, New Jersey 07050

Dear Larry:

For your information, I enclose a report dated September 29, 1971 i
from Walter C. McCrone Associates Inc. This covers examination of 5
two samples of Whittaker, Clark & Daniels' talcs:

Talc #1 is Whittaker, Clark & Daniels Lo Micron #1 Talc ;
(CP Lot #225-1, WC&D Lot #9) |

Bic #2 is Whittaker, Clark & Danlels Talc 1615
(CP Lot #2416-33, WC&D Lot #412615)

Before sending bthese to McCrone Asgoclates, we had already

examined these samples by X-ray diffraction and they had shown

no trace of asbestos within the 1limits of that mefthod. Accordingly,
our request to McCrone Associates was limited to examination by
electron microscope and electron diffraction to look for trace
amounts of aspestos.

We have no objection to making this information available to you,
but if you wish to make it public in any fashion, I think we may
wish to discusg the question with McCrone Associates.

Sincerely yours,

Murray Berdick !
Director of Applied Research
MB/bm
att.
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29 September 1971

RECEIVED
Dr. Murray Berdick

Chesebrough-Ponds, Inc. . - UL'TS 1971
Clinton, Connecticut 06413 !

M. BERDICK

Dear Dr, Berdick:

Our investigation of Ponds' talc samples, designated talc 1 and talc 2, has
not identified any chrysotile fibers.

We examined both samples by suspending about 0.05 g tale in isopropyl al-
cohol and ultrasonerating the suspension for about 10 min, The suspension
was then placed on 2 TEM grid and examined in the electron microscope at
about 27,000 X, When suspicious fibers were encountered, i.e., fibers
that appeared to have the morphology of chrysotile, a photograph and an
electron diffraction pattern of these fibers were taken.

Both tales show an excellent pléty quality, separation into thin platelets,
and only a few tale fibers. The size of the flakes in falc 1 are slightly
larger than the size of the flakes in tale 2.

Two fibers in talc 2, photographs of which are enclosed with this report,
appeared to have the morphology of chrysotile, but as they did not give any
electron diffraction data, they could not be identified as such. It is possible
that some form of contamination either in processing or in handling could
lead to this level of chrysotile, it these fibers are in fact chrysotile, since
single fibers are more characteristic of contamination than of a natural.

. occurence, However, there are no large bundles of fibers characteristic

. of chrysotile apparent in the sample;"So it is doubtful that the source of
these suspect fIbEI'S is the tale itself.

I you have any questions about the information m this repurt please contact
me directly.

Smcerely yours,

GRG:ajw : Gene R. Gre:.ger K %

Enclosures Research Physicist
MA 2370 : :
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Cetober 16, 1972

tir, Murrsy Berdiek
Director of Applicd Resesrch
Chesebrough~Pord's Ine,
Research Laboratories
Trumbull Industrial Park
Trumbull, Conregticut 05611

Dear Murray:

Mary thanks for your letter of Octobar 11 gsant to Mre, ©, U, Driscell
together with the report from Walter ©, MceGrone Associates, ne,
dated Septermber 26, 1971 covering the axamination of our Tales Mo,

and Mo. 18615 for traces of asbestos by electron microscope snd elactron
diffraction.

We appreciate having this informaticn available In sur files and we assure
vou that it will not be made public in any way,

Sinceraly yours,

Fraderiek ¥, Rooseh
Vies Presidant

FFRajz

o . U, Oriacell




