done on site im additicn to sample collection. The above dsta
do show fluctuations, bLut nonc zre citreme, and it {3 apparent
that the averages 2re reezsonably representative of actual 8 houy;
time woighted exposcure levels. The short term method of samp-
ling is necessary when sirborne particulate ccncentrations

zre elevated. Prolonged sarpling at some locations overloads
the filter, preventing accurate identification and sizing of
L£ibers during microscopic excmination. when this happens,
errcnzous fiber levels of from 10 to 100 times below actual

concentrations sway be reported.

As indicated in Appendix No. 1, book and blok preform samples
continued to show elevated f£iber levels, especizlly when xe-—
lated to the 2 fiber limit scheduled for adoption Ly OSEA in
July. - Since ventilation chances have not resulted in notice-
able reduction from levels of December 16-20, 1974, it i=s
apparent that sources. or points of major dustreleasa at each

. blok and book preform unit have not been sdeqguately ventilated.

Most past survey reports have stresced the need for proper
exhaust enclosure of the mix buggies and hand transfer portions
of the processes. This need is again reiterated. It is our
understanding that enginecering controls are to be installed

at the mix buggy locations in Blok Preform in the near future.
Taese rlans should also include Book Preform where hooding
installations have helped to reduce scattering and spillacge,
but have had moderdate effect cn airborne fibsr concentrations,

A recent Industrial Bygiene survey at 5alisbury-7PG has dis-
closed preform f£iber levels ranging frem 0.5 to 1.5 fibers/ml.
One or two locztions were shove 2 fibors/rl, but the reasons
for the excursions were easily pinpeointed and were attributable
solely to poor work practices. The mix buggies and weigh '
scales are provided with exhaust ventilation at the Salisbury
plant vhich appears to Ee containing effectively airborne
asbestos levels, at least to the 2 fiker level. It is suggestec
that PPG-¥linchester inspect the rix buggy enclosures at
Salisbury and consider adopting sowe cr all cof their principles

of ashastos containment.

Thexe appears to be no clear pottern of asbestos exposure as
it rclates to the type of nix being used at the individual
work =tatlion. Careless work habits end/or excessive scattex-
ing of the mix can be assumed to be 2 factorz, but therxe are

no pronounced variations except for alrbornme lead levels within
the purvey c<ata to support this contention. The operator at

blok preform No. 5 was selected for sampling because cf the



