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WSCF
ANALYTICAL LABORA 1 ORY Re.PORT

ANALYSIS OF BULK SAMPLES FOR FIBER CONTENT

Your samples have been analyzed for fiber content using polarized light microscopy
and dispersion staining in accordance with Industrial Hygiene Laboratory Procedure
LA-519-403, based on 40 CFR Part 763, Subpart E, App. E and EPA method
EPA/600/R-93/116. The results are attached.

This method provides a visual estimate of the precentage of each fiber type
present. It is a semiquantitative method intended to identify materials

containing > or — 1% asbestos fibers.* Reported fiber percentages for samples
and sample layer are based on the samples as received by the laboratory. The
laboratory cannot verify that these values are representative of the original material

sampled.

The Waste Samj 1g and Characterization Facility is accredited by the American
Industrial Hygie Association (AIHA) to analyze bulk samples for asbestos content.
This accreditatic loes not constitute approval or endorsement of analytical

results by ATHA.

If there are ques ns concerning this report, please contact the data validator
listed on the cover page of this report.

* Because of the »nhomogeneous nature of soils, results will be reported
using the follc ing terms rather than percentages:

1. None - No )estos fibers found.

2. Trace detect le - With extensive searching, a few fibers of the type
indicated we.e found; concentration very low, well below 1%.

3. Obvious presence - Fibers easily found but overall concentration still low.

4. Significa) 1ce - Fibers readily found; overall concentration may approach
Or excee vel.
Polarized ligl scopy (PLM) may not be the preferred method for identification
of asbestos in le. Most vinyl floor tiles marketed in the late sixties to mid-
seventies con sbestos milled so fine as to be below detection limits for PLM
techniques. ] that vintage, showing any detectable asbestos fibers should be
considered to stos-containing material. Non-detection of asbestos by PLM
should not be red conclusive proof that the tiles do not contain asbestos.
Results for su )les will be reported as ’indeterminate’. Confirmatory analysis
by TEM is sti ecommended.
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