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‘Health Service standard of 0.3 milligrams per liter (mg./1). One sample had 24
mg./1 while the other had 2 mg./1. The iron concentration in the District ofj
Columbia water does not exceed 0.1 and is usually in the range of 0.05. The
sample containing the higher iron ¢ i turbidity value of 83
Jackson anits (J.u.), reflecting the oxidized iron pr The other sample had
< a turbidity value of eight. The U.S. Public Health Service standard for turbidity
_is five, while the District of 001umbiawaterusually had less than 1 J.u. The
‘pH values;wereknormal. ( ; LA s R
We purchased 2 number of cans from the same vendor. Three were tested for
total solids, suspended solids, pH, turbidity, and iron. While the iron in all three
- samples exceeded the U.S. Public Health Service ‘standard,;one;‘ was obviously
_rust colored and had a concentration of 41 mg./1. The suspended and total solids
concentrations were also much higher in this sample, as was the turbidity value.
~ These cans are No. 1 size and appear to be of standard ti -dipped steel €0 .
struction. The two cans having high iron_concentrations Jhad significant rust
-gpots where the tin coa failed. I cannot account for the presence of zine
- except to say turally in water supplies. S e
While I do not 1 s will be injurious to health (the
iron standards is ba ssthetics rather than toxicological s’i’gniﬁcance), the
quality is substandard. Certainly, there ‘are No ‘penefits to be devired from the

- consumption of this water as a substitute for the safe and palatable water avail-
‘ﬁablefromthespigot. Ry ‘ . i 1 EE
"7 Very truly yours, . S N o - : ’
- R el ~ AmNOLD SpEISER, P, C;h.i'ef. :
“Mr. ROSENTHAL. They said this is substandard water. Yet it is sold
~and still has the Government marking, the contract number,_speglﬁ-f
cation number, and so forth, S i s
 Another 1tem that was bought 1n the same surplus store here in
“Washington 1s an aerosol insecticide whose. markings imply that it
now has U.S. Government approval although 1t was filled 20 years
ago. . . T M s S R R e e e
We had it tested by the National Bureau of Standar_ds of the De-
partment. of Commerce and they found variations in ‘internal pres-
e under current filling

"sures which “would not be deemed. acceptabl

ra‘ctices”'and,mislabeling. -

(The report from NBS follows:) e
: LT SR U;S./”DE‘PARTMENT“OF-G’()MMER’(&& oy
NATIONAL BUREAU OF STANDARDS, =
7" Washington, D.C., March 29, 1968.

‘Hon. BeENTAMIN S. ROSENTHAL, - Ve P L NS
“Chairman, Special Inquiry on O’onsumerRepresentdtion‘in the Federal Govern-
ment, Committee ON Government ‘Operations, House of Rezfresen’tatives,
oy Washington, D.C.. .~ - S e CE L e
DEAR CHATRMAN ROSENTHAL: At the telephone request of Mr. Warren Harrison
of your staff, we have conducted hcertain'studies on a “bug bom » submitted to
us by him. (In order that the studies might be appropriately comprehensive and
completed in the very short time requested by ‘Mr. Harrison, nine similar “bug
bombs’’ were purchased from the same source, at no cost. to the Government, and
jncluded in the test program.) . . ' o
The bombs were tested (1) for met quantity of contents, (2) for container
ressure, and (8) for effectiveness. They were also evaluated in general terms
with respect to safety. Tests (2) and (3) were conducted at the Beltsyilleﬂhem%
cal Laboratory, vP,esticides, Regulation Division, ARS, ‘Department of Agricul-
“ture; the quantities of contents were determined both at Beltsville and at the
llfat’ionkal Bureau of Standards, and general safety characteristics were evaluated -
ove. , R ‘ . , v o
- As compared with a quantity declarat’iOnfof 1 pound, eaich"of'the-“"saniplesl con-
“tained at least 1 pound—with the actual contents ranging from 1 pound to 113
pounds. (The ‘sample ks’ubmitted‘_b‘y’i’Mr. Harris,on]cbxitﬂained 1.09 pounds.) The
~container pressuxes ranged from 61 to 76 pounds ,perlsqua‘re-inch gage. Normal
pressure of the Treon-12, the prdpellant’f(used, is 70 pounds per square inch at
21° C. The wide variations in internal ‘pressures. could be caused by any of several




