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At the present time, based on samples collected in four asbestos textlli 
plants, the over-all ratio appears , to be one mppcf by impinger (10x ob­ it.
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per tnl. Jonger than 10 ft whet) the membrane filter 'samples are- counted 
• ' with phase contrast'Illumination on the transparentited Alter using t 4 

mm. (43x.) objective. Individual operations may have ratios differing 
from these values by s factor of two. Site selective sampling using hori­
zontal elutriatora ahead of the sampling device indicated that the major 
portion of the fibera counted would reach the lung if Inspired.
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