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Observations were made at Tilo Cc-pmg Ine,,
Stratford, Conneeticut, on January 11, 196 ALy was ‘
samapled for particulste loading at the raw saterials

fesding station on the ssvond floor direstly above the |
asbestos alurry tank. Mo other measurements exoept !
visual observations wexre mads. !z

Ihe dust found in samples in impinger flaak uquu :
used to sample during the operator’s oycle of about 20
ninutes wast

%o, 1 1.4 million partiales per cudie foot.
No, 2 5.9 million partioles per subis foot.

Inthoammummu“uum
mnd to oppoaite sides of asphalt sheeting, there

was gross evidende of dustineas. Howsver, the equip-
ment was not in operetion due to repairs, so no air
sampling oould de done,

Sound preasures ware sxtremely interesting in
cortain Areas, partioularly NeAr a large VASUUR pump.
Mwummmwmnm but there sould
be near m.g shredder at the start of the process
in the fels h 8

;hﬂ: nolise and potantial dustiness were ocheerved
She machine that puts the finished edges on l

shingles.

T™he current controversy about a suspected rela-
tionship between inhaled sabestos and cancere of the
1w and mttm ustifies ocareful nnd cont!.nm

lhnpt u:‘ ing i ped ., £ u‘utu Pro-
san o
u’.‘ sachool of g:uwt h“ only srocidelite
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{asbestos fibers) and exonerate chrysolite {asbestos fiders),
but others are inclined to indict "asbestoa™. The fast that

"long fiber" chrysolite asbestos is used at the Btratford
plant is fortunate, no doudt,

The dust found in sampies No. 1 and No, 2 was 80 little as

to seem non-nazardous so far as asbestosis (as distinguished
from cancer production) is concerned, Under the mierosscps, no
fibers were seen that had the charagteristic appearance of
asbestos fibers and this suggestss (1) the dust was all either
cement or limestone (both are sdded along with asbestos to make
the slurry), or (2) the asbestos fibers were present but so
slender, say 0.01 to 0,1y in diameter, that even fibers 10 to 20y
in length oould not be meen using the standard methods of looking
at dust with & microscope. The point of this part of the discus=- l
sion is intended to suggest that additional samples must be |
ocollected to confimm, 1if possidble, the possibility that few or :
no significant number of asbestos fibers get into the work ares.
3,';',"' proceduras may de used, perhaps, to greater sdvantage for !

8 purpose.

Sample No. 2 was unusual because the operator, while pere
forming the routine operation of filling s conveyance by shove
eling inte it a proper amcunt of ground serep shingles, csused a
high aseation of the scrap to cascade to the floor gemerating a
briel but heavy clowd of dust, This probebly acocounts for the
g'eater anount of dust found in this sample, since no similar
epinode acoompanisd the earlier work oyels during which Sample
No. 1 was colleoted, Unless there was a significant but unde-
tected number of asbestos fiders in these samples, thare nesd be
no great concern about dustiness near the alurry tank.

RECOMEDATIOND

Addit samples need to be colleated to adequatel
appraise the $1al dustiness of the manufasturing no:onn
at the 3t  plant.

Noiee level msesurements should de made during some future
visit to the plant, .

Mward J, largent
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