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Jy 5, 19%

atioml Gypswa Cempany
325 Delavare Ave,
Burfalo, Nev York

Attentien: Me. M. C, M. Pallard

Gentleasus

As you requested ve give bslev the eeasulsisss and observations as
s Tesult of the seriss of stacepharis tests mede is the vicinity of

your Bellefomte, Pa. plant,

A total of 54 air samples, over an imterxmittent perisd eowsring six
separate days, geve consistent and logical results.

The most unfavurable vim! direstisa, of ecurss, would be from the
westesouthwest, and this wvas aeccmplished on Mareh 29th, 1956.

However, all of the tests were of somsidersble valws in deteraining
stsospheric coxiitioms in the eity of Bellefonmte vhen wixmd direstism

mde ooptritutisms ly your plamt aa ispossitdlity.

Thare is no questisn tut that mmsh dust is emitted isto the air by
your plant opsretions, as evidessed by the eouxt of Test le. 2 en the
moraing of Mareh 29th, vhen tbe visd vas from the scutheast. Ewea
vith sems snov axd rain the oewmt wves 11,080,000 partisles per cubis
foot of atr,

Distanse frem the plant, hewever, permitted the dust to settls quite
rapidly, as the tasts onmmuthmdﬁ'ﬁﬁthﬂd
pov blewing steadily froa the scutbwest, imiicsted, drep frem
2,156,000 partisles em Test Be. ), to 1,232,000 particles on Test Ne.L,
%0 1,152,000 particles on Test Be. 5 seams quite eomclusive.

The ingresse iz ocunt in the oity ef Bellafonts is explained by the
sddition of dust areated by oparations in the eity itself.
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That these sources exist is quite evident ky the tests of
vhen & oceunt of 2,000,000 perticles in Test No. 3 and 1,888,
iz Test Bo. 5, with a vind bloving froa the town toward the ’
the tests om May 25th, when ocounmts of 2,288,000, 5,160,000, 7,120,000,
and 3,080,000 particles within the city were resd, and visd weloaity
umgmum that transpart from your plant veuld tmve bees
impossibls,

The only eonclusien that can be arrived at iz the writar's opisios, is
that, though your plant is emitting dust ip retber high concenmtrations,
fallmout and dilution bring the comcextration down to a megligibls amcunt.

On the other hand, the tests indicate that the city does bave ebjectismsbls
copsentrations at times, but the soures of the dust is wvithin the eity

itself,

The writer vould reccmmsnd, bovever, that dwst cemtrel at the plant would
bs extremsly desirshle for the perscmnsl vorking there. Ths mediscal
professisn is leaning more and more to the opinisn that any dust, me
mtter bov isncoucus, saa be harmtul. Se it osuld presest s beslth probe

len, too.

Hoping this summary is helpful, we remais,
Vory trely yours,
IAVERACK & BAINES, IKC.

A, B, BOFTIRZER
Safety Directar
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