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OWENS CORVING FIBZRGLAS
: BERLIN, N. J.

May 11, 1980 N

PURPOSE:

This visit was made &t the request of ouwr ?ﬁladelphia Engineering Department
to evaluate the employee asbestogis exposure associated with your batch, cutting
and routing operations,

CONTACTS:

In company with our Philadelphia Engineering Supermtendmt, Mr, D. M. Stayton,
T contacted our Plant Manager, Mr, 0. W, Rfeifer.

PROCEDURE +

-."

Air was sampled at the rate of 0.1 cubic feet per minute utilizing midget im-
pingera with isopropyl alcohol as collecting media, The samples were taken in
the general area of the units and overations surveyed as well as int he employees!'
breathing zones at specified locations. Dust counts were made on a light field
as prescribed by the United States Public Health Service method for dust counting,

FINDINGS:

Our findings, as well as pertinent remarks can be st.uds.ed and interpreted from the
attached Appendix A, "
.x.

CRITERIAS -
The threshold limit adopted at the 22nd Anndal Meeting of Governmental Idustrial
Hygienists for smineral dusts containing asbestos is 5 million particles per cubic
foot of air,

- ')

DISCISSTON¢

With referemce to the above, it can be seen that in only two of the operations
studied has the threshold limit been exceeded, It should be pointed out, however,
that dlthough the threshold limit value has been exceeded in toth operations that
the limit in one instancewss only slightly exceeded and in the other operation,
the exposure was intermittent. 7 0 0 0 1 0 0 13

It was not possible far us to make a dust Study at the feed end of the flat ware
finishing line since the line was not operating after the lunch hour, The counts
at the other locations on the line, viz. the turnover, and the two packaging sta-
tions were close to or exceeding (See sample No. 3 in Appendix A) the threshold
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1imit, We would like to point out, however, that at all these stations,
there was a considerable improvunent from that noted on our Mr, Robinaon'a
1959 survey., In addition, we were assured that the employee exposed to the
highest concentrations normally wears a respirator. We would mcommend, how-
ever, that the exhaust syetems on this line be properly main‘aained and kept
operating at peak efﬁ.ciency

The dust -levels noted near your trim saws were well below the prescribed
thrdshold limit. Samples were taken at operator's breathing level near trim
saws A and B, Both uf these were working on 3xl pieces. The noted concentra-
tions at both levels were approximately the same. The Trim Saw C which operates
on the larger 12x2% pieces was mnot running during our survey,

The general area dust concentrations in the Batch House was well within the pre-
scribed limits, The counts noted at operator's breathing level during the
mixing operation wassdlightly higher. Since dusts of a nuisance catezory such

as lime, limestone and other ingredients would also score in our counts and since
this is an intermittent operation, 12 minutes per batch for approximately 8 to
10 batches per day, it is our believe that the exposure here is rot serious.

CONCLUSION:

The duist comts made from the air samples taken at the various locations in
your asbestos operations were found to be within the prescribed threshold
limits, '}'here ‘are no recommendations being satmitted & this time,.

The writer wishes to express his appreciation for the courtesy extended to us

during his visit,

B. By, Research Div:i.sion
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