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APPENDB
FPG " WINCHESTER 

ANALYSES OF AIR SAMPLES 
FOR lead in air

ETHOD OF COLLECTION: ODZ-PS-Hambrana 
.’lltor with paraonal eampling pump at 2 LPM 
ETHOD OF ANALYSIS: Atomic Aboorptlon
IpOCtT OCCOpy

DATE ANALYZED: 5/27/70
ANAiLYST: m. Dcoouky
TLV: 0.I5 mg/M^

ample 
i e Id

NO .
Lab. Date Time

Total (M-*) 
Air Vol. Location Conc.mq/M _______________ QEGEAT.QR____________________

ll
1

63 3 —G 4/2 0/76 9 1 50ara 
10:37am

.093 Dook preform #19 
mix No, 551-D

Trace W. D. Bowen '

2'1 634-0 « 946ara
10:35am

.094 Dook preform #2 
mix No, 555

Trnco Robett ITcaver

3 635-0 H 9t53am 
10:30om

.009 Dook preform #20 
mix No, 555

Trace J. r. Ganoo

41
!

G36 —G ll 9:56am 
10 j 4 Oom

.00G Boole proform 1J4 
mix No, 551-D

Trace Martha Ratlief

5
1

G37-05 u 9:50am 
10:44am

.002 Dook preform #13 
mix No. 551-D

.076 George Drcn/n

6' 630-0 M 10:00am 
10;44om

.006 Dook proform #14 
mik MPt-2?;ic:

.045 Ilolmca Patton

7
1

639-0 n 10: 04om 
10:45am

.000 Dook preform #1G 
mix No,-551-D______

Trace Jamoo Morris

6 04 O-o r* 10:07am 
10:4 7 a m

.076 Dook preform #21 
mix No. 551-J2

Traca O. Y7. Turner

9
1

G41-G • 1 10 i Horn 
10:46am

.060 Dook preform trani 
lout operator .

- Trace Noleon Spencer

10! 642-0 M 10:20ara 
10:53am

.065 Dlok preform #3 
mix Ho, 555_________

.135 Joanna Powell

11; 643-0 U 10 t20om
10:54nn

.049 Dlok preform i\2 
mix No, 562-5______

Trace Sally Albert

12C/J
O'

1

644 -O O 10:30am 
10155ara

.046 Dlok preform #1 
mix No. 551-D

Trace Douglas Rinard

ConLcntlation in excess ol TLV.

AB
 EX-174
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-196G1 - ; APPEND! J. 2
' fix; - irmuiESTER

ANALYSES Or AIR SAMPLES
; for LEAd IN air

THOD or COLLECTION : ODZ-PS-ilembrana 
filtor with personal sampling pump at 2 LPM
-TiiOD or analysis. ^tontl-c Abaorption 
3puctroocopy

DATE ANALYZED: 5/27/7G
ANALYST: M. Dcoouky
TLV: 0.15 rag/n^

imple 
\ e id

No
Lab. Date Time

Total(MJ) 
Air Vol. Location Cone .rog/H- OPERATOR

13 6413 -G T/2 0/76 10 j ?0om 
10i50am

.059 Dlok Preform #7 
mix No. 551

Traco Louia Nicholoon

14

Lb”

646 —G t\ 10 t 35am 
10:56a m

.03 7 Dook preform #2 
mix No. 555

Traco Robort Uoavor

64 / —G 10 j 3 7am 
10:57am

. 03U Dook proform #19 
mix No. 551-D

Traco W. D. Dowen

10 640—G it Dlank Dlank Dook preform 0.0 Blank
17. 64 3-G 10:40am 

10 t 50am
.034 Dook preform #4 

mix No. 551-D
Trace Martha Rntliof '

1U 66 0—G u 1:40pm
7 - 21pn .

.065 Dlok proform #5 
mix No. 555

.137 Joanne Powoll

1/ 651-G n 1« 5 4 pm 
?:26pm

.064 Dlok preform #15 
mix No. 551

.149* Ralph Elloaoer

2 0|
!

052-G 11 1:44pm
2 11 Opm

.052 Dlok preform if2 
mix No. 551

Traco Sally Albart

31
11

653-0

(jlSA —c

it 1:4 6 pm
2 :12 pa

.052 Dlok proform #7 
mix No. 562-5 Trace

Louio Nicholson

2:U5pu
2 :2 0 pm

TCRTG ~DTOk-prUtorm #1! 
mix No. 539

mrca— cunmowaiiyn-------------------- -----------

yj________
24 656 —G

M Dlank _JlA£LQli________ Dlok Preform —2^0 . Dlank
11 2 : lOpii

2 r 32 pa
.042 Dlok proform f/2 

. Piix No. 591_______________________

Traca Sally Albert

2 ‘j>i
i

657-0 2:21pm
2 ;44pm

.044 Dlok proform #5 
mix No. 551-D

.197* Joanna Powell
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'l9661 * ' APPEND1 .0. 2

fpg ~ innainsTER
ANALYSES OF AIR SAMPLES 
FOR Load in Air

'THOD OF COLLECTION:ODZ-rS-Membrano 
filter with porconal oarapllog pomp at 2 LPH 
.THOD OF ANALYSIS: Atomic Abuorption 
Jpcctroocopy ,

DATE ANALYZED: 5/27/76
ANALYST: 14. Dcaouky
TLV 0.15 mg/H3

- m p 1 e 
lc Id

NO .
Lab . Da te Time

Total (M-1) 
Air Vol. Location Conc.pq/n OPERATOR

2 6
i

650-C 4/21/76 101 07am 
2:42pm

.506 Inspection and 
pnekaqinq

Traco Jatnao Doylios

27 65 9-G n 10:02am 
2 :03oin

.470 Strip finioh O.D. 
grinder 1(2

Trace Goorgo Chambers

20 66 0—G X 10;2 Oaro 
2 j 2 7pm

.437 Lowor compounding 
rubber mill No. 1

Traco Jamoo Royaton

29 i
|
[

661-0 ii 10:05am 
2:10pm

.475 Strip finish 
backqrindcr ,73

Trace Allan carter

JO' bG2 —G ti 10:12nru 
2:14pm

.462 Disc braka insp. Traco Eageno Krllinghara

31

J2 !I

663-0 r» 10:20am
2:16pm

.442 Innp.(Grouping) at 
downdraft bench

. Traco Robert Clark

664-0 u 10:23am 
2 :TGpin

.459 Lower compounding 
rubber mill No. 3

Traco Marcuo Iiainea

33 .1
665—G 11 11:30am 

2 : 3 6 pm
.342 Uppor compounding

flr/. Uno,opg£«
.069 C. D. Fauver

34 666-0 n

11:45am
1j 50pm.

.243 Upper compounding 
oowdor pumper

Traco Joceph Palmer

i 5 607-0 M .263 Lowor compounding 
drv lino operator

Traco A, M. Foreman

Jb 660-0 u 11:3lam 
2:35pm

.360 Upper compounding 
powder pumper

Traco Gone Klina

37 66 9 —G 11 11i25am 
1:45pm

.255 Upper compounding 
acbQ3too waighor

Traco S, A. Dodson

(M Coii mil i a L i on an cxrom of TT.V
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METHOD OF COLLECTION: ODZ-PS-Membrane

i I
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‘APPEND1 .0. 2
FPG - WINCHESTER 

ANALYSES OF AIR SAMPLES
F0R Lead in Air

^^oY^aEW^:al oampling pomp at 2 LPM 
Atomic Aboorption

5 poctroncopy

DATE ANALYZED: 5/27/70
ANALYST: „

TLV ‘ 0.15

Sample
Field

No.
Lab. Date Time

Total(MJ) 
Air Vol. Location ££.inP:,.mg/R 3 . rmCDATTlD

30 670-G 4/21/76 111 38am
2 1 3 7 pm

.360 Upper compounding 
dry line operator

Trace C. M. Jonea

J 9 671-0 “ 1:4 5 pm
2:39pm

.102 Uppar compounding 
asbestos weigher

Trace 5. A. Dodson

<1 0 672-C " 1: 5 0 pm 
2:25 pm

.052 Lover compounding 
dry line operator

Trace A . M. Foreman

4 1 67 3K] 4 j 00 pm
6 :4 Opm

.287 strip finish 
ripper No. 2 Trace

Robert Dean

-12 6 14 —G " 4:11pm
7:00pm

.347 Compound helper 
(coni screening)

.040 Clwood flentz

413 675-G 4/22/76 4:53pra
7 : 03 ptn

.250 Grouping-Mezzanine Trace Holmea curl

4 4
1

6 7 G —G 4/21//6 4:23 pm 
6:30pm

.267 Plant 3\vceper
2nd shift

Trace Winifred Henry

45
l

677-0 4/22/76 10r3lJpm
12:45am

.250 Maintenance oper. 
3rd shift

Traco Paul Jonoo

4 6 678-0 4/23/76 9:53am
11:40am

.222 Disc Drake Preforr 
No. 3

Trace R. L. Dove

4|7
1

679-0 M 9:57am
11 :45ora

.214 Disc brako prefair 
No. 1

Trace William Moreland

.1)
i

6U0-C ” 10:O'Jam
111 49arn

.100 Blok Finish I.D." 
Crindcr No, 1

Trace Donald Arnold

4 y

JsllZI

G01-C 1 10:10am 
]1:49am

7201 Dlok finish Durr 
Chamfer No. 2

Trace Ed Farroil

" iLi55m_ - .227____ r.-lac hralm-orflfori ____Trace DouctIos Clark
11:47am No. 2

(') Coiu.ciii 1 a 1 on in excess of TLV.



)-19661 APPEND! 0. 3 
PPG - HUiwiIESTER

ANALYSES 
FOR

fSES OF AIR SAMPLES 
Methyl Ethyl Ketono

IETH0D OF COLLECTION :0D^"I’^*I’QrJOnQl
oD'mpllrvg pump vith activated charcoal absorption tubas

iCTHOD OF analysis: Gaa Chromatography ,

DATE ANALYZED:

TLV

5/G/76
couky

.ample No. Total(M3)
’ield Lab. Date Time Air Vol. Location Cone .n'g/W" OPERATOR

1 630-G 4/23/76 9 :49am 
10:20am

.024 Blok finish 
printer No. 2

3.13 Richard Rennor

2

1

631-0 M 9 :43ara
10 :23om

.03 Strip finish hand 
printer No. 2

2.17 Calvin Fox

3

i

|
j

1l

632-0 n 10101am 
10:39am

.03 Strip finish 
printer machine
NO. 10

59.23 Stephen Michael

l

!

f

• •

i * \ ' i % * *\ 1 •» n 1 r\ r* >r o (■» r* n C rp T \ f



70 —3 Ponting rcquircD-cnts in locations whore excessive fiber 
lcvelo ere prccent ere not being observed. Caution 
signs should be pooted at all approaches to areas con­
taining excessive concentrations of airborne asbestos 
fibers. This is an OSHA requirements as set forth in 
the Code of Federal Regulations, and is listed heroin 
as a repeat recommendation dating back to our survey 
reports of August 14-18, 1972, October 2-6, 1972, and 
September 10-14, 1973 .

7C-9 Employees are not being notified of their own excessive 
exposure to airborne asbestos so that they can taka 
appropriate protective measures whether it be through 
the consistent use of respirators or core careful work 
habits. Employees should be notified in writing of 
their personal exposure as soon as practicable, but not 
later than 5 days of the finding. They shotild also be 
advised of the corrective action being taken. This is 
an OSEA requirement as s-et forth in the Code of Federal 
Regulations, and is listed herein as a repeat recommen­
dation dating back to our survey reports of August 14—18, 
1972, October 2-6, 1972, and/ September 10-14, 1973.

DISCUSSION

During the survey, two or more short term samples were collectec 
at each of several operators, particularly in Book and Blok 
Preform, to obtain averages of levels throughout the day. These 
particular locations are listed below with the actuc 1 and 
averaged values.

ACTUAL LEVELS AVERAGE
LOCATION f jbcrs/ml fibers/ml

Book Preform #19 3.78 and 4.26 4.02
Book Preform it 2 4.41 and 6.G5 5.63
Book Preform *4 «. 3.56 and 6.55 5.05
Blok Preform 4-5 3.74 , 3.01, and 5.19 5.65
Blok Preform 7.10, 4.41, and 5.33 5.61
Blok Preform -77 5.42 and 6.75 6.1

It would have been ideal rf 5 separate samples could have bean 
taken at each location for purposes of closer averaging and 
to comply with OSHA sampling requirenents . However, in this 
instance, time vos United since Done asbestos counting was



dona on site la addition to sample collection. The above data 
do show fluctuations, but none arc cortrcnc, and it i3 apparent 
that the averages are reasonably representative of actual 8 bom 
time weighted exposure levels. The short tern method of samp­
ling Is necessary when airborne particulate concentrations 
are elevated. Prolonged sampling at some locations overloads 
the filter, preventing accurate identification and sizing of 
fibers during microscopic examination, then this happens, 
erroneous fiber levels of from 10 to 100 times below actual 
concentrations may be reported.

As indicated in Appendix No. 1, booh and blok preform samples 
continued to show elevated fiber levels, especially when re­
lated to the 2 fiber limit scheduled for adoption by OSHA in. 
July. Since ventilation changes have not resulted in notice­
able reduction from levels of December 16-20, 1574, it is 
apparent that sources or points of najor dust release at each 
blob and book, preform unit have not been adequately ventilated. 
Host past survey reports have stressed the need for proper 
exhaust enclosure of the mix buggies and hand transfer portions 
of the processes. This need is again reiterated. Xt is our 
understanding that engineering controls are to be installed 
at the mix buggy locations in Blok Preform in the near future. 
These plans should also include Book Preform where hooding 
installations have helped to reduce scattering and spillage, 
but have had moderate effect cn airborne fiber concentrations.

A recent Industrial Hygiene Eurvey at Salisbury-FPG bas dis­
closed preform fiber levels ranging from 0.5 to 1-5 fibers/d. 
One or two locations were above 2 ffbors/nl, but the reasons 
for tha excursions were easily pinpointed and were attributable 
solely to poor work practices. The mix buggies and weigh 
scales are provided with exhaust ventilation at the Salisbury 
plant which appears to be containing effectively airborne 
asbestos levels, at least to the 2 fiber level. It Ih sugccstcc 
that FPG-hTincbester inspect tbs nix buggy enclosures at 
Salisbury and consider adopting some cr all of their principles 
of asbestos containment.

There appears to be no clear pattern of aebsstos exposure os 
it relates to the type of nix being used at the individual 
work station. Careless work hobrts and/or excessive scatter­
ing of the nix can be assured to be a factor, but there are 
no pronounced variations except for airborne lead levels withru 
the eurvey data to cupport this contention. The operator at 
blok preform No. 5 was selected for sampling because c£ the



presence of csbcstoa mix on floors, equipment, end clothing, 
end excessive dust generation during ccooping and weighing.
The lovols during three different sampling periods were 8.74 
fibers/ml, 3.01 fLbers/ml, and 5.19 fiber c/ml. These voluoa 
do not vary significantly from those encountered at core 
fastidious blok preform operations. This lack of effect of 
parsonal variables tends to further indicate that tbe source 
of excessive asbestos exposure is common in origin. Remain­
ing, heavy sources of exposure at t-oth book and blok preform 
are the mix buggies and the manual operations associated there 
with. '

In relation to the airborne lead results in Appendix No. 2, 
excursions above the 0.15 r*gAi3 Threshold Limit Value uera 
confined to two locations in Blok Preform. One of the loca­
tions was blok preform No. 5 (cample No. 25) which, sa pre­
viously stated, was selected for sampling because of excessive 
duct generation and poor housekeeping conditions. This opera­
tor also worked at Elok Preform No. 3 during the morning 
hours (sarcoLc No. 10) where airborne lead levels were high 
(.135 mg/l^) but not above the Threshold Limit Value. It 

would be aaviscable to provide this operator with instructions 
as to proper work habits and the need for consistent good 
housekeeping.

Throughout tha plant, it was observed that only a few people 
were waaxing respirators. in known exposure areas, only one 
man was so equipped. This operator's respirator was not worn 
continuously during dusty operations, but was only worn when 
the operator himself felt that protection was warranted. I 
inspected the respirator after the operator had deposited it 
on a dusty ledge, and found it to be dirty, and smudged both 
Inside and out, and tha filter was thoroughly caked with 
asbestos fibers and particulates.

It is imperative that a respiratory protection program be 
established in the plant v'vereby all exposed employees are 
provided with and required to wear approved, properly main­
tained respiretory protection. This recommendation has been 
sot forth in several previous reports. Although respirators 
are provided on a voluntary basis within the plant, this is 
not sufficient since virtually ail of the exposed employees 
remain unprotected. To have any positive or lasting effeens 
the program must be implemented cn a mandatory basin. In 
addition, the employees should ko thoroughly instructed in 
the use of the equipment, end a central maintenance; program 
should bo established.



Maintenance is on important phneo of c.ny control procedure, 
and 1b aa true for respirator: os it is for ventilation equip— 
rivent. No matter her; woll a rorpirator is designed, hew good 
it3 perforcanco, it cannot give satisfactory protection unless 
it i3 maintained in good condition. This la one of the moat 
frequently neglected factors, particularly with routinely 
used respirators. The operations of a maintenance program, 
including frequent inspections, cleaning, replacing, or re­
pairing worn or deteriorated parts, and storage, should be 
centralized. They should also be supervised carefully by a 
responsible and capable person since proper care and niaintensnce 
requires a thorough knowledge of the devices.

All routinely used respirators should be inspected frequently. 
Tha tightness of connections 3hould be checked, as well as 
the condition of the facepiece. exhalation and inhalation 
valves, connecting tubes and/or cartridges, and cannisters.

Respirators should be cleaned after each use, and they should 
be collected at a central point at the end of each shift for 
cleaning and inspection. Each employee’s respirator should 
bear some sort of identification, such as his initials or 
clock number. When a worker receives a respirator, he should 
be briefed on the cleaning procedure and assured that he will 
always get the same device. If the respirators are serviced 
between shifts, only one respirator per worker is needed. If 
the cleaning is done during a shift, each worker will require 
two respirators. Tfhen not in use, the respirators should be 
stored in clean cabinets at convenient locations in the work 
area. As long as each respirator is assigned to only one 
person, there is no reason to require special sterilizing. 
Scrubbing with warm water and soap, rinsing, and air drying 
is adequate. When tha respirator is used by only one indivi­
dual, a practical method of cleaning is as follows*

1. Remove the filter or cartridge and discard.
o

2. Wash m detergent or soap in warm water.

3. Rin3Q completely in clean, warm water.

4. ,? ir drv the device m e clean area.

5. Inspect the valves, beadstraps, end other pareaf 
replace with nr; parts if defective.



6. Insert new filters or cartridges; make Gure tho coal 
Is tight.

7. Place in a plastic bag for storaga.

After cleaning, inspection, and necessary repair, the respira­
tors should be stored ir. dust proof containers, away from sun­
light, heat, extreme cold, and excessive moisture. Plastic 
bags are adequate for routinely used respirators. They chould 
not be stored in clothes lockers or tool boxes, care should 
be talcen to see that they arc packed or stored so that the 
rubber facepiece and exhalation, valve will rest in a normal 
position end function will not be impaired by the rubber 
set ring in a bent or twisted position.

Housekeeping had been improved at several locations through­
out the plant, particularly in Lower and Upper Compounding. 
Further improvement is needed in Elok and Book Freform.

Significant asbestos exposures are limited to two departments 
where design and installation of exhaust equipment are under­
way. Efforts choulc bs concentrated or. ventilating mix buggies 
and ancillary manual operations In both Ecok and Elck Preform. 
Interim protection in the form of respirators should be provided 
for the operators. Use of the devices should be a condition 
of employment in these two areas.

Isolated asbestos exposures at Disc Brake Inspection and the 
dry line operation in Lower Compounding require engineering 
control. Interim protection in the form of respirators should 
be provided for the operators.

I would like to thank Bob Erov.-n and Charles Hallory for their 
considerstior. and support during the courte of the survey.

CCKCLU5IOMS

t'.. D-vid 
Indo atria1

Cert_f

G/3 0/76



ABEX CORPORATION 
INDUSTRIAL HYGIENE SURVEY 

GLOSSARY

cfm - cubic feet per minute

Daily noise dose - 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.

dBA ■- Decibels symbol denoting the relative intensity of 
sound pressure levels (re: 0.0002 iyne/square cent: 
meter) .

f pm * - feet per minute

GRA -- General Room Atmosphere

mg/M^ -- milligrams per cubic meter of air

MS# -- Medical Study No.

jpcf -- million particles per cubic foot of air

NIOSH approved -- Approved by the National institute for Occupational 
Safety and Health

OBZ -- Operator's Breathing Zone

ppm -- parts per million by volume

PS -- Personal Sample

TLV -- Threshold Limit Value for an 8 hour daily exposure
f

Ventilation- -- The terms ventilated,*ventilating, or exhaust impl^ 
the use of mechanical means such as a fan for air 
movement unless otherwise noted.



CONVERSION CHART 
DAILY NOISE DOSE/8 HOUR EXPOSURE 

TO dBA/8 HOUR EXPOSURE

Daily Noise
Dose/8 hr. dBA/8

0.50 85
1.00-fOSHA MAX. LIMIT----
1.14

------)• 90
91

1.33 92
1.50 93
1.71 94
2.00 95
2.28 96
2.67 97
2.99 98
3.43 .. 99
4.00 100
4.57 101
5.33 102
6.01 103
6.83 104
8.00 ‘ 105
8.88. 106

10.00 107
11.42 108
13.33 109
16.00 110
17.17 111
20.00 112
22.85 113
26.66" 114
32.00 115

‘ Permissible
Employee Work 

r . Exposure Time
16 hours 

_ 8 hours
7 hours 

• ' 6 hours
5.33 hours
4.67 hours
1 hours 
3% hours 
3 hours
2.67 hours
2.33 hours . ;
2 hours 
1.75 hours 
1.50 hours
1.33 hours 
1.17 hours 
1.00 hours

' _ 0.-90: hours
0.80 hours 
0.70 hours 
0.60 hours 
0.50 hours 
0.45 hours 

' 0.40 hours
0.35 hours 
0.30 hours 

Less than 0.25 "
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’ FPG - WixjCHCnTCR

ANALYSES OF AIR SAMPLES 
FOR ASBESTOS

njOD OF COLLECTION : ODZ-P5_ incmbinna
.ltcr with poracnal sampling pump at 2LPM
TJIOD OF ANALYSIS: COhtra.t
ciroccopy

DATE ANALYZED: 5/27-20/70
ANALYST: M. Desouky
TLV: 2 f iboro/ml >5/j in length 

(effoctivo 7/76)
I

inple 
c 1 d

NO .
Lab . Da Le Time

Total(m3) 
Air Vol. Location

fibcra/ml 
Cone.

I
OPERATOR i

1!1 G33-G 4/2 0/76 9150am 
10 137an

.093 Book preform #19 
mix Ho. 551-D

3.70* W. D. Bowen ,
i

1
!

G34-G i 9 :46arn 
10:35an

.094 Doolc preform 02 
mix No, 555

4.41* Robert Leaver ii

311 63 5 —G M 9:53am 
10 :3Cair

.009 Book preform 1’20 
mix No. 555

2.91* J. F. Ganoo

i
4 636 —G 9:56am 

10:40om
.006 Doolc preform <14 

mix Ho. 551-D
3.50* Martha Ratliof ;

i
5i

1
63 ;-g 9 :58am

10:44am
.092 Book preform <lrl3 

mix Ho. 551-D
3.97* Georgo Brov/n ,

G 6 3 0-0 II 10iOUam 
10:44am

.006 Book praform ^14 
mix No. 27C

7.12* Holmoo Patton

7 639-0 $4 10:04aro 
10:45om

.000 Book preform ftl6 
mix Ho. 551-D

4.70* Jornoo MorriG

U 640-0 II 10:07am
10:47am

.076 Book preform fJ21 
mix Ho. 551-D

5.96* 0. N. Turner

9 641—G II 101 11am
10:46am

.068 Dook preforn-tran- 
oient operator

9.10* Noloon Spencer

10 642-0 M 10:20am 
10i53am

.065 Blok preform =(15 
mix No. 555

0.74* Joanna Powell

11 64 3 -G n 10:20om 
10; 54ain

.049 Dlok preform #2 
mix No.562-5

7.10* Sally AlbarL

121

1

644-0 n 10:30am 
101 55am

.046 Blok preform <|-1 
mix Mo. 551-D

6.98* Douglas Rinard

( A \ ( , ^ n oni ni inn in exposa of TT.V .
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' 9661 0 ' APPENDIX . 1
! PPG - NHICUESTER

ANALYSES OF AIR SAMPLES
, POR ASDESTOS

/niOD OF COLLECTION: ODZ-PS - ilombrano 
Liter with pornonal campling pump at 2 LPH 
:thod OF ANALYLxS: Phono Contraot
Lcroncopy ’

DATE ANALYZED :5/27-20/76 
ANALYST: M. Dccouky
TLV: 2 iiboro/ml >5p in length 

(offoctivo 7/76)

1
unple No. j Total (M-^)

Location
f i)?ers/rol 
Cone. OPERATOR

i.eld T.nVi. Date Time Air Vol.

13
1

645-G 4/2 0/76 10 i2 0am 
10:50am

i 059 Blok praform »;7 
mix No. 551

5.42* Louia Nicholoon

1<J 646—G ■ u 10i35am 
10i56am

.037 Book preform #2 
mix No. 555

6. US* Robert Wanvor

15
i

647 -G M 10i37am 
10:57am

.038 Book preform #19 
mix No. 551-D

4.26* W. D. Dowan

16 64CJ-G t« 13 lank Blank Book Preform Blonk Blank

17 64 9—0 10:4 0am 
10:58om

. 0J4 Book preform <.V4 
mix No. 551-D

G.55* Martha natlief

10\ 650-0 u 1:40pm
2:21pm

. 0G5 Blok preform #5 
mix No. 555

3.01* Joanna Powell

19
!

651-0 II 1:54pm
2 :2 6 pm

.064 Blok praform #15 
mix 1X5. 551

4.06* Ralph E1oo3gc

20 652 -C *1 1:44pm 
2:10m

.052 Blok preform #2 
mix No. 551

4*41* Sally Albort

tr~ 653-0
n 1:46pm

2 :12 pn
.052 Blok preform #7 

prLx No. 56?c5-------------
6.76* Louia Nicholoon

22 654-0 « 2 105pm
2:20pm

.040 Blok preform #11 
mix No, .539 _

11.47* Glen Llewellyn

o i f, r r -c M n] ank clank nlok preform ... Dlnnk Blank

24i 656-G
1) 2 clOpra 

2:32 pn
.042 Dlok preform #2

Rix no. 551 . _
5.33* Sally Albort

25 | G 5 7 —G
H 2 :21pm

2 :4 4 pm
.0-44 Blok preform 115 

mix No. 55l~D

5.10* Joanna Powoll

Concentration m excess of TLV.
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ANALYSES OF AIR SAMPLES
FOR ASBESTOS

lETHOD or COLLECTION: OGZ-PS -{'iQicbxanQ 
filter with pccoonal oampling pump at 2 LPH 

1ETH0D OF ANALYSIS: Phase Contrast 
itict oocopy

DATE ANALYZED 
ANALYST: II. 
TLV

5/27-20/7G
DGQOulcy

lcngt2 fiboro/ml >5u Ln 
(aCfoctivo 7/7G)

Sample 
- , X i a

No.
Tj Date Time

Total (M-1) 
Air Vol. Location

fibers/ral 
cone. ________________OBcruLTCin______

i G G50-G 4/2I/7C 10 t 07m
2 :4?pui

.506 inopaction and 
packaging

0.70 Jamoo Bayliao

2,7 059-G U 10:02ar 
2 103pm

.470 Strip finish O.D. 
grinder i'P

0.50 Goorge Chambers

2|U GG 0—G It 10j20ar
2 :?7pm

.437 Lender compounding 
rubber mill No. 1

1.01 Jaroco Royston

2 b GG ] ~C
rt 10:05or 

?i10pm
.475 Strip finish 

bnckqrindor >',)3
0.14 Allan Cartar

10
1

G62 -G " 10 :12nr 
2 : .I4pm

.4G2 Dice braka inop. 3.07* Cugono Willingham

Jll G6 3-G
It 10:20or 

2 :16|tm
.442 Inap.(Grouping) at 

downdraft bench
0.62 Robart Clark

32 664 -G it 10:230[ 
2:26pn

.459 Lower Coin pounding 
Rubber Mill llo. 3

0.66 Marcus Lioinoa

33 565-G " ll:30on 
2 :36 pm

.342 Upper compounding 
Dry Lino Opor.

0.34 C. B. Fauvor

3 4 jGG~G It 11:40on 
1:43 prfl

.243 Uppor compounding 
powder pumper . .

0.30 Joseph Painter

3 5 667 ~G " 11:45an 
1:50pm

. 2G3 Lovrar compounding 
ppv Lino ora, ...

4.53* A. M. Foreman

36 pG0~G
1 '

11 i31nn 
2 : 35m

.300 Uppor Compounding
pc^dci; pumper

0.71 Gono Kllno

1
37 3G9-G U 11i35or 

1:45pm
r .255 Uppor compounding 

AobeotoQ \A3ighor
1.45 S. A. Dodoon

(M concent. ration m exces3 of TLV.
1


