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ANALYSLES OF AIR SAMPLES
FOR 1lead in oir

OoBRZ-~-PS+lambhrana

| DATE ANALYZED: 5/27/7
'{1tor with paroonal sampling pump at 2 LPM ANALYST: M, Desouky
ETHOD OF ANALYSIS: Atomlc Absorption TLV: 0.15 mg/m3
‘poctrogcopy
ample No. Total (M3)
yeld| Lab. Date Time Air Vol. Location conc.mq/p __ OPLRATOR
1 1633~ |4/20/76| 9:150am .093 Dook preform {19 Trace W. D. Dowen '
5 10:37am mix No, 551=D
% 634~G " YiGam .094 pook proform 2 Traco Robett \jcaver
10:35am mix No, 5§5
| 635-G " 9:153am . 009 poolt preform 20 Traca J. I'. Ganoa
. 10:300m mix No, 555
4" 1636~G o 9:56am . 036 Book proform {4 Trace Martha Ratliaf
| 10:40am miy No, 551-D
5 637G “ 9:50an L0902 Book preform 3413 076 Georye Drovm
’ 10:44am mdo: Ho. 551-D
o' 610G " 10:00am . 086 Dook proform {14 . 045 Ilolmea Patton
10:440w ~mde No, 27>
7 1639-¢ " 10:04em| .000 Look preform 16 Trace Joamea tlorris
; 10:45am i o, 551-D
U GA0-G " 10:07am .076 Book preform {21 Traca 0. V. Turner
10:47am nix No. 551-D .
g |Gdl—<G " 10:llam . 060 Book praeform tram}- Traco Nolson Spencer &
' 10;4G6am fant operator %
10, |642~G - 10:20am| .0G65 Dlok praform {3 .135 Joanna Powall 3
‘ 10;530m _mix ljo, 555
11 1643-G “ 10:28am .049 Dlok praform {2 Tracs sally Anlbert
, 10:54an Rix Mo, 562=5
12 644-G " 10:30am .046 Blok praform 4§l Traco Douglas Rinard
10:55am mix No, 551-D ,
: l L

SI61-XAAY-AIS

Concentration in excesas of TLV.



:(,‘E ! i

| W

APPCNDI ). 2
FIG -~ WINUICSTCR

§
ANALYSES OI' AIR SAMPLES
FOR LEAD IN MAIR

-IOPGI . )

THOD OF COLLECTION: OBZ-PS—tlembrana
filtor with porponal sampling pump at 2 LPH
THOD OF ANALYSIs. Ntomic Absorption

DATE ANALYZED: 5/27/76
ANALYST : i. Deoouky
TLv: 0.15 mg/H3

spuctroncopy
!
umple No Total(M3) .
1eld| Lab. Data Time Air Vol. Location conc.Mg/H OPERATOR
13 |645-G [4/20/76[10:20am| .059 Dlok Preform {7 Traca Iouis Nicholagon
L 10:500m nix No. 551
14 646G " 10:3%am .037 Dook preform ¢i2 Traca Robert \loavar
10:5Gam mix No. 555
Ls 104/-G i - 1G137am .0Ju Book proform 419 Traco W. D. Dowen
; 10:157am mix No., 55)1-D
16 640~G " Nlank DBlanlk Dook Preform 0.0 Bloank
l‘li 64)-G " 10:40am .034 Roolk preform {#4 Trace Martha Rotligf
, 10:500m mix No. 551-D
10 G50-G v 1:40pm . 065 Dlok preforin 45 .137 Joanna Powall
2:21mm mix No. 555
190 [651-G » L:154pm . 064 Blok preform {15 149+ Ralph Ellosser
2:26pm mix Mo, 551
20 10526 " 1¢14pm .052 Blok preform §2 Traca Sally Nlbeort
| 2¢10ma mlix No. 551
21 651-G " 1:46pm . 052 Blok proform 47 Louis Hicholson
! 2:12p miy» No. 562-~5 Traceo
271051C " 205 P T0qG TOIOK PIULOIN 11 |7 TIacu [ GIO LIOWaIlyn
] 2:20pm mix Mo. 539
d) 1655 ! nlank planjy | _BRlok Prcforn 0,0 Rlank
24 G56~G o 2:10pu .042 Blok preform {{2 Trace Sally Albert o
21321 nix No. 551
25 1657-G " 2:21lpm . 044 Dlok preform {5 97 Joanna Powell
| 2:44pm mix No. 551-D
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ANALYSES OF AIR SAMPLLS
FOR ILoad in Air

"THOD OF COLLECTION:ODZ-IPS-#embrano DATE ANALYZED: 5/27/76
filter with porconal samplliog pump at 2 LPM aNALYST: |4, Dggouky
.THOD OF ANALYSIS: Atomlc Absorption TLV: 0.15 mg/H
spectlrooscopy
‘mple Mo, Total (M3)
«cld| Lab. Date Time |Arr Vol. | Location conc.mq/lt QPERATOR
26 650-G |4/21/76|10:07am .506 Inspection and Traca James Daylioss
| 2:42pm packaging
27 |659-G " 10:02am .470 Strip finiesh 0,D, Traco Goorgo Chambers
‘ 2:03mn qrinder 42
28! 660G " 10:20am| .437 Lowor compounding| Trace James Royston
212 7pm rubber mill No. 1
29 661-G " 10:05am .475 strip finish Trace Allan Carter
L 2:10pm hackqrinder 43
3O ju02-G ! 10:12am .462 Disc hrako insp. Traca Cngeno Willingham
7:lapm
3L 1663-G " 10:20am| .442 Innp. (Grouping) al Trace Robert Clark
2:16m dewndraflt bepch
32] 1664-G v 10:23am 159 Laviexr Compounding Traco Marcus [lainea
|
?2:20pin ruktber mill lo. 3
33, (665G " 11:30am .342 Uppoxr comnpounding .069 C. b, Pauver
! 2;36m _Sry lino opex,
14 666~G n 1 .243 Upper coupounding| Trace Jogeph Palmer
LLL%BIE“. rovdoy pumpery
351 667G . 11:45am| .263 Lowar compounding| Traca NA. M., Foreman
PRI el dry ling operator
36 16608-G K 1l:3)lam .360 uUpper compounding| ‘frace Gaena Xlino
i 2:35pm _powder pumper
37 669G " 1l:25am .255 Uppar compounding Trace S. A, Dodson
1145pm asbostos woighar

|

Concentiation 1n eyvceesa of PV
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' "APPINDL .0, 2
FPG =~ VWINCIICSTER
ANALYSES OF AIR SAMPLES

| FOR Lead in Alrx
HETHOD OF COLLECTION:

. ODZ-if-ﬂonmxanet ) o igiiygiéLthD: Sii?/?ﬁ
4 C al sam ng pump a : . Daso
+EARDD® oft WA PSR ntomis Abgorption TLV: (15 g /13 Y
Sboctroacopy
Sample No. Total (M3)
Field| Lab. Date Time Air Vol. Location Conc.,m%L ORERATAR
38 670-G |4/21/76 {11:38am .360 uppor compounding | Trace C. M, Jones
! 213 7pm dry linc operator
39 671-G - Li45pm .102 Uppor compounding Trace 5. A, Dodson
2:39pm ashestos welgher
Q0 672G 1:58pn .052 Lowar compounding Trace A. M. Foreman
2:25pm dry linc operator
41 673-C 4:08pm .287 stxip f£inish Robert Dean
5:40pm ripper Ho. 2 Trace
42 G/a-G " 431lpm .347 compound helper .048 Clwood flentz
7:00pn (coal sgcreoning)
—45 675-G |4/22/76 {4:53pm .258 Grouping-itazzaning Trace Holmeo Curl
7:03pm
44 676-Gc |4/21/16 [4:23pn .267 Plant sweeper Traca winifred Henry
| 6:30pm 2nd ohift
45 |677-c |4/22/76|10:39pm| 1250 llointenance oper.| Trace Paul Jonas
f 12:450m Jxd shift
a6 |678-G |4/23/76|9:53am ,222 Disc Broke Preforr] Trace R. L., Dove
11:40am ' Mo. 3
ap 679-G " g:57am 214 pDisc brake fPreforrf Trace william Moreland
[ 1l:45am Mo. 1
J  |6BO—G N 10:09am|{ ,180 Blok Finish I.D,"| Trace Donald Arnold
i 11:149am _Crindex o, 1
4y [68L1-G " 10:10am 201 Dlok finish Burr Trace Cd Forrell
L L 11:4%am chomfeor No. 2
T TP o Q-55om 2271 e brakn prafor Trace pouqlos ¢lark
i 11li147am No., 2

Concenty vtion an cxcess o TLV.
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5 APPENDI 0, 3
FPG -~ WInIJESTER
| ANALYSES OF AIR fAMPLES
FOR Methyl Ethyl Ketona
OBZ-FS-Perbonal 5/6/76
IETHOD OF COLLLCTION: .
o&mpging pump wfth activated chaxcoal absorption tubas i:zi ANéLY§§P;DQSOQkY
CTHOD OF ANALYSLs: Ga8 Chromatography TLV : 590 mg /i
.ample NoO. Total (M) .
'1eld| Lab. Date Time ALY Vol. Location conc ™M /M] OPERATOR
1 |630—g |4/23/76|9149%n .024 Blok finish 3.13 Richard Rennor
10:208m printer No. 2
2 [631-G y 9¢43am .03 Strip finieh hand| 2.17 Calvin Fox
_ 10:23em printer Mo, 2
3 |632~C - 10:0lam| .03 Strip finish 59.23 Stephen Michael
10:3%am printer machine

Ho, 10

b asa b v AR
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703 Posting requircoents in locaticns whure excessive fiber
lcvels are precent are not being cbscrved. Caution
signs should be pooted ot all aporoaches to areas con-
tzining exccssive concentrations of airborne psbestos
fibers. This {s an OSHM rcguirerants as sct forth in
the Code of rederal Rcgulations, and Ls listed herain
as a repeat recomrencation dzting back to our survey
raports of ARugust 1<4-1B, 1%72, Octoler 2-6, 1972, and
Septemar 10-14, 1873,

70-9 Cmplovees are not being notified of their own excesesive
exposure to airborne asbestos so that they can taks
appropriate protective meazsures vwhether it be through
the consistent use of respirators or more careful work
habits. Emplcyees should be notified in writing of
their personal exposure as soon as practicable, but not
later than S days of the finding. They should alsoc be
advised of the corrective action being tezken. This is
an OSEA recquirerent as sat forth in the Code of Pederal
Recgulations, and is listed hercin as a repeat recompen-
édztion dating back to our survey reports of Aucust 14-18,
1972, October 26, 1972, and, September 10-14, 1973.

DISCUSSION

DPuring the turvey, two or more short term samples were collectec
at each of several operators, particularly in Book ancd Blok
Preform,to obtain zverages of levels throughout the Jday. These
r2rticular locotions are lieted below with the actu=zl and

averaged values.

ACTURL LEVIAS AVERAGE
LOCATION __ _fibcrs/ml fiters/ml
Book Preform {19 3.72 and 4.26 4.02
Book Preform 2 4.41 ang 6.65 5.63
Book Preform #4 . 3.56 and 6.55 5.05
Blok Preforxm 45 38.74, 3.01, and 5.19 £.65
Blok Prefori #2 7.10, 4.4, and 5.33 5.61
Blok Preform 2 5.42 andé 6.76 6.1

It would have been 1deal :1f 5 seporate s&mples could nave 2an
talken at each lecation for purposecs of closer averaglng and
to ccmply with OSHA sampling reguirermtnts. Howevez, in this
instance, tize vo0s limited since some asbestos counting was



dong on site in additicn to sample collection. The above data
do showv fluctuations, Lut nons sre cotreme, and Lt (s apparent
that the averagces 2re reezonably rcepresentative of actual 8 hou;
time woighted exposure levels. The short ternm mcthod of samp-
ling is necessary when sirborne particulate ccocentrations

are elevated. Prolonged sarpling at some locations overloads
the filter, preventing accurate identification and sizing of
Cibers during microscopic excminati{on. ®hen this happens,
errcneous fiber levels of £rom 10 to 100 tirmes below actual
concentrations saay be reported.

As indi{cated in *ppendix No. 1, book and dblok preform samples
continued to show elevated fiber levels, especizlly when rc-—
lated to the 2 fiber limit schedulod for adoption ky OSHA in
July. ESince ventilation chances have not resulted i{in notice-
able reduction from levels of December 16-~20, 1974, it is
apparent that sources or points of major dustrelease at sach
blok and book preform uni{t have not been adequately wventilatead.
Yost past survey reports have stresced the nced for proper
exhaust enclosure of the misx buogies and hand transfer portions
of the processes. This need 1s again reiterated. It is our
understending that engineering controls are to be installed

at the mix buggy locations in Blok Preform in the near future.
Thecse plans should also include Book Preform where hooding
installations have helped to reduce scattering and gpillace,
but have had moderate effect cn airborne fiber concentrations.

A recent Industrial Bygienc eurvey at falisbury-£PG has dis-—
closed prefcrm fiber levels ranging frem 0.5 to 1.5 fibers/ml.
One or two locations were ehove 2 fibors/rcl, but the reasons

for the excursions were easily pinpointed and were attributable
solely to poor work practices. The nix buggles and weigh

scales sare provided with exhauat ventilation at the Salisbury
plant which appears to ke containing effectively airborne
asbostos levels, at least to the 2 fiter level. It is suggesteoc
that ppG~+¥rinchester inspect the rix bucgy enclosures 2zt
Salisbury and consider adopting sowme cr 2ll cof their principles

of asbastos containrent.

There appears to be no clear pottern of asbestos erposure o8s
it relates to the type of nix teing used at the individual

work ztation. Careless work hobits end/or excessivc scattez-—
ing of the nix c2n b2 assumed to be =z factor, but there are

no preonounced varlations except for alrborne lead levels withen
the purvey ¢ata to support this contention. The operator at
blok preform 0. 5 was sclected for serpling bacause cf the
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i

prescnce of a2ebestos cix on fleors, ecuipmont, &nd clothing,
&nd cXcessive cdust gencration curing scooping and wedghing,
The lovels during three different sanpling periods were 8,74
fibers/nl, 3.0l fibers/ml, and 5.19 fibers/ml. These valyes
do not vary significantly f£rom those encountered at pore
fastidious blok p:eform operaticns. This lack of cffect of
parsonal variables tends to further indicate that the gourcs
of excessive asbestos cxposure is coxon in origin. Remain-
ing, heavy sources of exposure at toth book and blok preforn
are the mix buggiecs anéd the m2nual operations associzted there-
with. i

In relation to the airborne lead results in Appandix No. 2,
axcursions above the 0.15 g/it3 Threshold Limit Value vera
confined to two locations in Blok Preform. One of the loca-
tions wazs blok preform No. S (sample No. 25) which, as pre-
viously stated, was selected for sampling because of excessive
dust goneration and poor housekeeping conditions. This opera-~
tor also worked =t Elok Freform No. 3 during the morning

hours (sample No. 10) where airborne lead levels were high
(.135 mg/ix3) but not above the Thresaold Limit value. It
would be adviscable to provide this operzator with instructions
as to proper work babits and the need for consistent good
housekeeping.

Throughout tha plant, Lt was observed that only a few paeople
were waaring respirators. In known exposurs axeas, cnly one
man was so equipped. This operator's respirztor was not worn
continuocusly during custy opsrations, but was only worn when
the operator himself felt that protection was warranted. I
inspected the respirator after the ozcrator hzd deposited it
on a dusty ledge, and found {t to ke dirty, and smudged toth
inside and out, and the filter was thoroughly caked with
csbestos f£ibaers and particulates.

It i{s imperctive that a respiratory proctection progran be
established in the plant whereby all exposed cmployees are
provided with and required to wear approved, properly main-
t=ined respiretory protection. This recommendation has bzen
sot forth in several previous reports. 2Although respirators
are provaded on a voluntary besis within the plont, this is
not gufrficient since virtually 211l of the exposcd exployces
remain vaprctected. To have any pos:tive or lasting effects
the program must bs implecented an 2 mancdatory basis. 1In
addition, tho cnmplovees should ba thoroughly instrucked in
the use of the eguipment, and a central malntenance pTogIin
chould ba estoblisned,



Madntenance {8 on {rosztint phace of cny control procedure,
and 18 as (ruo {or resprrators os it 1s for ventilation equip-
ment.  No matter howv woll a rocpirator is designed, hcw good
its perforzmance, it cannot give cs=tisfactory protection unless
it 3 maintained in good condition. This is one of the most
frequently neglected factors, particularly with routinely

used resplrators. The opcrations of a maintenance progranm,
including frequent inspections, cleaning, replacing, or re-~
pairing worn or cdeteriorated parts, and storage, should be
centralized. They should 3lso be ruperviced carefully by a
responsible and czpable p2rson since proper care and rnaintenznce
r=quires a thorough Mncorled5e of the devices.

All routinely used respirators should >e inspected frequently.
The tichtness of connecticns should be checked, as well as

the condition of the Zaceploce. exhalation and inhalation
valves, connecting tubes and/or cartxidges, and cannisters.

Respirators should be cleaned aftex each use, and they should
be collected at a centrel point at the end of each shift for
cleaning and insp2ction. <Zach enployee's respirator should
becar scme =ort of i{dentification., such as his initi=l=s or
clock numbsr. when a worker receives a respirator, he should
ba briefed on thz cleaning procedure and assured that he wall
alw2ys get the same device. If the respirators are serviced
between shifts, only one respirator per worker is needed. I£
the cleaning is done curing a shift, each worker will reguire
two respiratoras. ih=n not {n use, the respirators should be
stored in clean cebinets at convenient locations in the work
area. As long as cach respirxator is assigned to only one
rerson, there is no reason to require special sterilizing.
Scrubbing with warm water and soap, rinsing, and air drying
i3 ndequate. Vhen the respirstor is used by only cne indivi-
Sual, a practical rethod of cleaning is as follcws:s

1. Remove ths filter or cartridge and discarxd.
2. wash 1in detezcent or soap in warm water.

3. Rinsa coepletely {n clean, worz weter,

an 3area.

]

4. Air dryv the cdavica 1n a2 cl

5. Inspect the warlves, he
replace with new parts i



6. Insert now filters or cartridgos; make sure the eeal
is tight.

7. Placc in a plzstic bag for storaga.

Aftcr clczning, irspcction, and accees=ry repair, the zespira-—
tors chould be stozed in Qustrroof contziners, away from sun-—
light, heat, cxtrer= cold, and excessive moisture. Plastic
bags are acdequate for rcutinely usced respiratcrs. They chould
not e stczed in clothes lockers or teol bexes. Care should
be taken to see that they zre packed or stored so that the
rubker facepiece and cxhalction velve will rest in = normal
poeiticn 2nd functien will not be irpaired by the rukber
set:ing in 3 bent or twisted positicn.

CONCLUSIONS

Houseleeping had been improved zt several locations through-
out the plant, particularly in Tower aznd Upper COmpcun*ing.
Further i{rprovenent isg needed in Blok a2néd Rook Frefoxrm

Significant asbcstos expocsurxes zxe lirited to two deportwments
where design and installztion of exhzust ecuipment are underz-
wey. LCifcrts should ke conccontrazted onm ventilating mix buggles
and zncillary manual cperttions in beth Becok and 2lck Prefc-u.
Interim protection in the form of respirators should be provided
for the operatoras. TUse of the devices should be a condition

of employrent in these two creas.

Icol ated askbestos cxposures at Disc Erzke Inspecticn znd the
dry line operction in Lower Compounding reguire engincering
ccntrol. Intcris proitecticn in the form of respirztozs ehould
b= provided for the operatcre.

I would like to thznk 50b Erovn and Charles Mellory for their
cocnelideration and sappert during the ccuree of the suzrvey.

ot l//7/2 WAPALE

oovid CldlCJ, Certﬁh-oo/
inciatrial Eycicniet

6/30/76
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pDaily noise dose

dBA

fpm
GRA
mg /M3
MS3#
>écf

NIOSH approved

ABEX CORPORATION
INDUSTRIAL HYGIENE SURVEY
GLOSSARY

cubic feet per minute

A numerical expression of the total noise exposure
an employee receives during the day. If the daily
noise dose exceeds 1.00, the noise exposure to the
employee is excessive.

Decibels symbol denoting the relative intensity of
sound pressure levels (re: 0.0002 3yne/square cent)
meter)

feet per minute

General Room Atmosphere

milligrams per cubic meter of air

Medical Study No.

million particles per cubic foot of air

Approved by the National Institute for Occupationa.

= Safety and Health

=

OBZ
PpPm
PSS

TLV

Ventilation

Operator's Breathing Zone

parts per million by volume

Personal Sample

Threshold Limit Value for an 8 hour daily exposure
'

The terms ventilated,.ventilating, or exhaust impl:

the use of mechanical means such as a fan for axrxc
movement unless otherwise noted.



CONVERSTON CHART
DAILY NOISE DOSE/8 HOUR EXPOSURE
TO dBA/B HOUR EXPOSURE

o Permissible
Daily Noise Employee Work
Dose/8 hr. dBA/8 hr. Exposure Time
0.50 85 16 hours
1.00<0SHA MAX. LIMIT—> 90 . 8 hours
1.14 91 7 hours
1.33 92 : * 6 hours
1.50 S3 5.33 hours
1.71 94 4.67 hours
2.00 S5 1+ hours
2.28 96 3% hours
2.67 97 3 hours
2.99 98 2.67 hours
3.43 .. 9% . 2.33 hours .:
4.00 100 2 hours
. 4.57 101 1.75 hours
5.33 102 1.50 hours
. 6.01 103 1.33 hours
6.83 104 1.17 hours
8.00 - 105 1_.00 hours
8.88___ 106 . ) - 0.90- hours
10.00 107 0.80 hours
11.42 108 - 0.70 hours
13.33 109 0.60 hours
16.00 110 0.50 hours
17.17 111 0.45 hours
20.00 112 ) 0.40 hours
22.85 113 0.35 hours
26.667 114 0.30 hours
32.00 115 ! Less than 0.25°
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rHOD OF COLLLCTION:
.lter with porocnal sampling pump at 2LPM

THOD OF ANALYSIS:

Phase contrast

NS o
| '

NPP¥ X No.

1

FPG - WLLCIESTCR

ANALYSES OF AIR SAMPLES
FOR ASRESTOS
OBZ-PS__inembrana

DATE ANALYZED:
ANALYST:
TLV:

5/27-28/76
M. Desouky

2 £ibers/ml >5u in longth

. ‘
.

crogscopy (effactive 7/76)
t
mple NO., Total (MJ) fibers/ml !
cld| Lab. Date Time |Arr Vol. | Location conc. OPLPATOR N
I ]633~G|4/20/76| 9:50am .033 Book preform {19 3.70¢ W. D. Bowen ,
10:37an mix Ho. 551-D i
2 634G " 9i46am . 094 Dool preform ;42 4,41 Robert txaver |
| 10:35an mix No, 555 '
3 [ 635G " 9:53am .Q09 Dook preform {20 2,91* J. F. Ganoo
| 10:30aw mix No. 555
4 | 636-G - 9:56am .086 Book preform 4 3.56# llarthe Ratliof :
10:40am mix No. 551-D :
% 637G " 9:5dam .092 Book praform 413 3,97 Gaoxrgo DBrown
{ 10:44a1m mix No. 551-D
6 630G " 10:00am . 0do pook proform ¢:14 T.12% Holimao Patton
10:44a8m mix No. 270
7 639G “ 10:04a0m .000 Look preform {16 4,70» Jamoa l4orrisg
, 10:45mn mix No. 551-D
U 640-G " 10:07anm .076 Book preform {;21 5.96" 0. W, Turner
: 10:470m mi:x 1o. 551~-D
9 |64al-G " 10:1lam| .0GB8 Book preform-tran-{ 9.10w% Noleon Spencer
10:46am slont opcrator
10 642G " 10:20am . 0G5 Dlok praforxi {5 8.74¢« Joanna Powell
10:53am mix No, 555
11 ]643-C " 10:20am| .049 Dlok preform 42 7.10* Sally Albort
| 10:54am mix No,562=5
l? G44-G ! 10:30am . 046 Blok preform il 6.98+ Douglas Rinard
10:55am mix MNo. 551-D

A N

Antb et yon

in excess of TLV.
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0 APPBNDIX ., 1
| PG ~ WINCQHESTER
ANALYSES OF AIR SAMPLES
‘ FOR ASDBLSTOS
r1iop OF COLLLCTION: OBZ-P$ - llembrano DATE ANALYZED:5/27-23/76
{lter with pormonal sampling pump at 2 LPH ANALYST: M. Dccouky
‘T1HOD OF ANALYS1S: Phasa Contragt TLV: 2 L£ibors/ml >5n {in length
Leroncopy (offective 7/706)
|
i
imple No. Total (M) filkers/ml
reld| Lab. | Date Time |Air Vol. | Location conc. OPERATOR
13 1645~G |4/20/76|10120am 1059 Blok praform 47 5.42% Louis Nicholgon
: 10:50am mix No., 551
14 | G4A6-G ! 10¢35am| .037 Book preform 3if2 6.Us Robart Vaaver
! 1015Gam mix No. ‘555
15 |[647-G - 10:1370om .038 Book preform 319 4.26* W. D. Dowen
§ 10:57am mix No. 551-D
16 | 640-G " Blank Blank Dook Praform Dlonk Dlank
17 |649-G g T0:40am| .034 Book proform i G.55* Martha Ratlief
‘ 10:58am mix Mo. 551-D
10 650-G Y 1140pm . 065 Blok preform {5 3.01= Joanna Powull
| 2:2%1p | mix No. 555
l? GS1-G " 1:54pm .064 Blok preform 315 4.0G+# Ralph Iloaser
| 2226 mix 1. 551
20 |652-C " 1144 pm .052 Blok praform 32 44414 Sally Albort
2:10pn nix No. 551 .
<1l |653-G " 114G6pm . 052 DBlok preforn s7 6.7G* Louls Nicholpon
; 2:12m0 ) mix No, 562-9
22 |65%54-G - 2:05pm . 046 Blok prafor {11 11.47+ Glaen Llewollyn
2:20pm niy No, 3539
23 655G ) plank | __plank Dlok preform Blapk plank
24 |656~G " 2 ¢10pm .042 plok prafoxm {2 5,33% gally Albort
; 2:32pm mix No, 551
25 657G . 2:21pw . 044 plokx preform II5 5.,19% Joanna Powoll
' 2 144pa mix No. 551-D

(*

Concentration in excess of TLV.
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R
D-19661 N ‘APPEND1I 0. 1
FPG - WINCLESTLCR
ANALYSES OF AIR SAMPLES
FOR NSBESTOS

{ETHOD OF COLLLCTION: 0BzZ~PS —itawbrana DATL ANALYZED: 5/27-28/76
filter with peroonal sampling pump at 2 LM ANALYST: []., Desouky
(ETHOD OF ANALYSIS: Phaso Contxost TLV: 2 £ibars/ml y5u in lengt
lcroscopy (affactivo 7/7G)
Sample No. Total {M3) fibers/ml
“1&1d| Lab hate Time Arir Vol. Location conc. APCLATOR
26 |658~G | 4/21/7( 10:07am{ .506 Inopaction and 0.78 Jamos Bayliss
2:42pwm packaging
27 1659-G | * 10:02arf .470 Strip f£inioh 0.D, 0.50 Goorgae Chambors
| 2103pm grinder {2
20 1660-G " 10:20ar .437 Lower compcunding 1.01 Jamep Royston
' 2127 rubber mill No. 1
2D 661G - 10:05ar] .475 Strip finleh 0.14 Allon Carter
21100 backgrindor i}
10 662G " 10311201 162 Disc bralko inop. 3.07+ Lugono $illinghom
L 23 W4pn
J1 663G " 10:200r] .442 Inap.(Grouping) at| 0.62 Robart Clark
2:16pm dowvndraft lonch
32 664G ! 10:23as .459 Lower Cowpounding 0.66 Marcus Uainos
‘f . 2:26@0 Rubler Mill Mo. 3
33 1565~C " 11:300n] .342 Uppexr cCompounding 0.34 C. B. Pauvor
t 2:36pm Dry Linc Opor.
Ja o 306G " 11:400n .243 urpor Compounding 0.38 Jogeph Palmer
l:43rq Pouder PURpCEL
35 167G " ll:45an| .2063 Lovier compounding | 4.53¢# A. . Foreman
13 50 pm ey, Lidno oprer,
36 |560-G " 11:3lan| .36U Uppor Compounding | 0,71 gona Klina
I 2:)5rma Dogder PUMpPCy
37 169G " 1l:350om .255 Uppox compounding 1.45 S. A, Dodoon
{leSpm Nobestos weighor

(*) Conceatration 1n excess of TLV.



