May 24, 1984 84948000231

Mr. Louie Borghi

Senior Scientist

Industrial Chemical Informatiou Section
Dynamac Corporstion

The Dynamac Building

11140 Rockville Pike

Rnckville, MD 20852
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Dear Mr. Borghi:

1€ 1d 9270 g

STIBJECT: Followup Information to IR-366
Eastman Kodak Company would like to submit additfonal informationu on <§3
the chemical CAS No. 56046-62-9: N-[2-[ethyl(3-methyl-4-
nitrosophenyl)amino]ethyl]methanesulfonamide (NEMSET).

As a followup to the information submitted by Mr. Lee Clem on
2/21./84, we have completed two monitoring studies at cur facility
where NEMSET 1s manufactured and used. An industrial hygiene
monitoring study was conducted at the manufacturing site and a
vastewvater monitnring study wus conducted on the effluen. from our

treatnent_plant.

These studies provide further evidence that there 1s a0 occupational
exposure or environmental release during the manufacture and use of
NEMSET. This information provides additional support for the
deferral of NEMSET from further prioritv consid:iation.

Industrial Hygiene Monitoring at the Manufacturing Site

Air samples were collected to investigate the potential for dust
exposure when the water-wet NEMSET 18 removed from isolation
equipmen: and placed directly into a subsequent reaction vessel,
This 1s the only operation in the NEMSET production process wit' any

potential for occupational exposure.

Background air samples for total particulites were collected on
preveighed PVC filters directly over the isolation equipment and the
reaction vessel when there was no NEMSET manufacturing activity.

Air samples were then - .llected over both the isolation equipment
and reaction vessel when the water-wet NEMSET was being

transferred. Honitoring results showed no increase over background
dust levels of 0.1 mg/m” during the transfer of the water-wet

NEMSET.
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© preciston of this analysis, obtained using 5 Teplicate injections of
-~ 10-micrograns per liter reference, was + 92.

In summary, the completed monitoring studies on NEMSET support the

__conclusion that there 1is no exposure to workers durizc the

and use of NEMSET and there 1s no detec”
the effluent from the wastewater treatment systeam.

We believe this information would further support an ITC decision to
defer NEMSET from further priority considerations. If we can
provide additional assistance to you, please contact me at (716)
722-5996 or Mr. lee Clum at (716) 722-4740.

Sincerely,

el
Paul E. Lytle
BEnvironmental Technical Services
Health and- Environsent Laboratories

PEL:drec

cc: Mr. Martin Creif
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