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PREFACE

The work described in this report was authorized under WBS 1.04.34. This woik was
started in June 1977 and completed in August 1977. The experimental data are recorded in
notebook 76-15.

Reproduction of this document in whole or in part is prohibited except with
permission of the Director, Chemical Systems Laboratory, Attn : DRDAR-CLJ-R , Aberdeen
Proving Ground, Maryland 21010; however, Defense Documentation Center and the National
Technical Information Service are authorized to reproduce the document for United States
Government purposes.
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DEVELOPMENT OF A PROCEDURE FOR THE EVALUATION OF SOIL
SUBSAMPLING ROUTINE I (FEASIBILITY OF A WEAK BETA

EMITFER AS A RADIOACTIVE TRACER)

I. iNTRODUCTION.

Numerous paperst .~~ have cited potential errors inherent in the subsampling of solids.
Such errors are of great concern in the case of soil samples which are normally quite heterogeneous.
R iffling and quartering traditionally have been accepted as satisfactory methods for general-purpose

• subsampling of solids. Specific analytical requirements often preclude the use of riffling or
• quartering without significan t modification . The purpose of this project was to demonstrate the

feasibility of using a radioactive tracer to estimate subsampling errors for any given com bination of
subsampling routine and sample type. The availability of such information is required to facilitate
approval of proposed subsampling techniques, as well as to permit the association of realistic
estimates of confidence limits with data from soil analyses.

The coefficient of variation (the standard deviation expressed as a percentage of the
mean) is the statistic generally accepted6 as being the best with which to estimate random error.
The square of the coefficient of variation has the valuable property of being additive.

The approach of this proj ect is to demonstrate the feasibility of a tracer method by the
measurement and comparison of random errors as reflected in coefficients of variation of activity
determinations.

II. EXPERIMENTATION.

A. Preparation of Heterogeneous Soil Samples Containing a Radioactive Tracer.

To approximately 100 gm of air-dried soil (previously passed through a 30-mesh sieve)
is added a I 0-ml aliquot of a solution containing a nominal 65 gm of zinc uranyl acetate
(ZnUO2(OOCCH3)4 , molecular weight — 571, activity ( B )  — 60,000 counts/mm -gm ) per liter. The
soil is not fully wetted. The entire soil sample is placed in a preheated oven and dried at 80°C for
2 hours. After the soil has cooled to room temperature, dried aggregates are crushed with a
minimum of mixing.

B. Subsampling.

A riffle (figure 1) is a device through which a solid sample can be passed and thereby
divided into two essentially identical portions. Plates and passages are arranged within the device to
provide each particle with an equal probability of landing in either one or two receptacles. Norm ally
the contents of one of the receptacles are rejected and those of the other are poured through again.
This continues until a subsample of the desired size is obtained. Entire subsamples can be
recombined if required , but all divisions of sample matter must be conducted with the riffle. Each
subsample may be considered representative of the original sample, subject to limitations caused by
consideration of less than infinite numbers of particles in the population.7
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Figure 1. Riffle

C. Fabrication of Sample Holders.

Pre formed sample holders are prepared by using the plastic protective container from a
35-mm-film cassette and the lid of this container as a die and anvil to mold circles of hard-finish
notebook paper into shallow pans .

8
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D. Determination of Activities of Soil Samples.

Soil subsamples are spread out evenly in the sample pans. A small piece of clean paper ,
folded to yield a flat edge, can aid in spreading each sample. The sample holder is inserted into a jig
(figure 2) which holds the sample parallel to and in proximity with the face of a CaF2 scint illation
detector which is coupled with a nuclear counting system. The face of the detector crystal is
covered with an 0.0008-inch-thick layer of aluminum foil in order to remove visible and alpha
radiation. Activities are reported as the averages of three counting periods of 4 minutes each and are
corrected for background and self-absorption effects.

• E. Procedure.

• Five sampling procedures were used to determine that procedure yielding the lowest
coefficient of variation; i.e., the procedure providing the best sample for subsequent analysis. The
procedures tested are detailed below.

• A sample of soil containing zinc uranyl acetate (tagged soil) is subsampled into
• 32 nominal 2-gram portions using a riffle. The activities of the subsamples are determined. Each

value is reported as the average of three counting periods of 4 minutes each. Using a riffle , a
nominal 2-gram subsample is separated from a 122-gram sample of a tagged soil. Rejected portions
are returned to the bulk of the sample. The activity is determined. Likewise, 36 additional
subsamples are separated , counted , and replaced.

A sample of tagged soil is subsampled into nominal 2-grain portions using a riffle. The
activities of the individual subsamples are each determined ten times with the samples being
removed from the detector, respread upon the sample holders, and reinserted into the detector
between subsequen t counting periods.

A sample of tagged soil is subsampled into nominal 2-gram portions using a riffle. The
activities of the individual subsamples are each determined ten times with care being taken to
disturb neither the soils within the sample holders nor the positions of the sample holders relative to
the counting face of the detector.

A 52-gram sample of taggt d soil is placed in a 1-pint wide-mouth bottle with as little
mixing of the sample as possible. Nominal 2-gram portions are withdrawn using a small spoon, with
care being taken to minimize mixing of the contents remaining in the bottle. After the entire sample
is separated into subsamples, activities of the individual subsamples are determ ined.

III. RESULTS.

Determinations of the activities of 32 subsamples of a sample of soil which is known to
be heterogeneous (because of a deliberately uneven application of a solution of a radioactive tracer)
yield results with a coefficient of variation of 6.3% as shown in table A-I .e A somewhat modified
riffling procedure which combined rejecte d portions with the bulk of sample before the next
subsample is separated yields results having a coefficient of variation of 5.6% as shown in table A-2.
The F value for these two sets of data is 1.27. The critical F value for 31 and 36 degrees of freedom
for a 0.OS is 1.6.

S AIl tables are in appendix 
A . 9
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Determinations of activities of subsamples which are disturbed between counting
period s are reported in table A-3. The results display an average coefficient of variation of 4.2%.
When variations in counting geometry are stabilized by leaving the samples undisturbed in the
detector between counting periods, the average coefficient of variation of the results is shown in
table A-4 to be 1.7. The F value for these two sets of data is 7.32. The critical F value for 27 and
19 degrees of freedom for a = 0.05 is 2.1.

• Determinations of activities of unrepresentative subsam pies of a heterogeneous soil
yield results displaying a 96% coefficient of variation (table A-5). This may be contrasted with an
average coefficient of variation of 6.0% obtained from activities of properly subsampled materials
(tables A-l and A-2). The F ratio for these two sets of data is 256. The critical F value for 28 and
66 degrees of freedom fora= 0.05 is 1.7.

IV. DISCUSSION.

k. l’his tracer technique makes use of the naturally occurring 8 activity of a soluble
uraniu m salt found in many laboratories. Zinc uranyl acetate is a common reagent used in
qualitative analysis for the detection of sodium . The method of introducing the radioactive tracer
into the soil samples is designed to simulate a spill of analyte (contaminant) which might ultimately
lead to the realization of a heterogeneous sample. This worst case situation would put the greatest
demands on any subsampling routine. Clearly, subsampling would not constitute a problem in the
case of a homogeneous sample.

r The sample holders used in this study are not designed to provide active assistance in
the rather critical process of spreading the samples evenly . They are, however, judged to be
adequate to demonstrate the feasibility of the technique. A somewhat more sophisticated sample
holder is being fabricated for the counting of B activities of 5-inch-diam eter (50-gin ) samples to be
conducted in a later study. The improved holder will permit excess sample to be conveniently
scraped off (level) with a spatula. This should provide a more even sample depth and therefore
reduced counting errors due to variable geometry.

• Since it does not escape our notice that the observed activities of our subsamples are
(counts per minute-gram) strongly dependent on the weights of these subsamples , the data are
corrected for self-absorption. The following equation is used:

= _L (l- e~~
5)

• Co i~s

where

C = B particles detected

Co = B particles emitted

= coefficient of absorption

s = source thickness

I I
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When the correction for self-absorption is made using a value of 0.60 for the product
of a and s. the activities no longer vary as a function of subsample weight (figure 3).

+
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Figure 3. Activity Versus Sample Weight

Two similar riffling procedures are used to subsample heterogeneous soil samples. The
first involves separating all 32 subsamples and determining the activities of each. The second
procedure separates a single subsample for counting and replaces the rejected portion before the
next subsample is separated. The second approach aids in the mixing of the samples. At an a level of
0.05. the null hypothesis is still accepted for both procedures. This suggests that the riffle was so
effective as a subsampling device that insignificant improvement resulted from the additional mixing
associated with the second technique. The data from both techniques are similar and include errors
in the complete process from subsampling the soil through the logging of corrected activities. The
coefficient of variation of such data may serve as an estimate of the random errors inherent in the
total process.

12
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in order to isolate some of the aforementioned errors, the activities of individual
subsamples are determined repetitively both with and without di~ urbing (the geometry of) the
samples between the determinations.

The results of determinations of activities of subsamples which are disturbed between
the counting periods include errors introduced as a result of uneven deposition of the samples
within the holders, as well as imprecise positioning of the sample holders relative to the detector.
These errors may be said to have resulted from variables in counting geometry. Although
subsampling errors have been excluded (by virtue of having used the identical subsaniples over and
over), normal uncertainties inherent in radioactive decay and the measurement thereof are included .• The coefficient of variation of the results may serve as an estimate of all (random) counting errors.

The determinations of activities of undisturbed samples include only the norm al
• vagaries and measurement of radioactive decay under fixed conditions. The coefficient of variation

of such results may serve as an estimate of counting errors under conditions of fixed geometry.

This figure is indicative of the minimum level of random counting errors which might
be anticipated for multiple subsamples if all variables in counting geometry were to be rigorously
controlled.

Since the F test for these two groups of data rejects the null hypothesis at a = 0.05, a
conclusion may be drawn that the data set which includes geometric variables has significantly more
variance than that subject only to counting errors under conditions of fixed geometry .

Since we have an estimate of random error for the entire tracer technique (in the form
of a coefficient of variation) and have been able to isolate the counting process and thus estimate
these errors, we can define an estimate of subsampling errors (COVs) as follows:

• COVs = { (CO VT)2 
- (COVTC)2 } ½

COVT = estimate of random errors for entire tracer technique

• COVTC = estimate of random errors in counting process

Using average values of 6.0% and 4.2% for COVT and COVTC, respectively, COVs may
• be calculated to be 4.3%.

in order to determine the effects of a clearly unsatisfactory sampling routine, such a
routine was simulated by using a small spoon to withdraw subsamples from a heterogeneous soil.

• The results in table A-5 show a 16-fold increase in the coefficient of variation over that reported for
the riffling technique.

Using the F ratio of the results from the unsatisfactory subsampling routine to the
results from satisfactory procedures, the null hypothesis is rejected at an a = 0.05. This permits a
strong conclusion that the tracer technique is able to detect a greater variance in results from the
group of improperly subsampled soils.

• 13
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• V. RECOMMENDED IMPLEMENTATION.

The herein-described tracer method (for the evaluation of soil subsampling routines)
should be scaled up to the 50-gm subsample size normally required for soil analyses. If successful,
this scaled-up technique should be used to evaluate all proposed subsainpling routines before
resources are committed to these routines. The resulting estimates of sampling error should be
incorporated into estimates of errors published for analytical systems which are used for the
analyses of soils.

14
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APPENDIX A

TABLES

Table A-i. Activities of Soil Subsamples after Separation by Rifflin g

Subsample Weight Observed activity Corrected activity

gm

6A 1.678 182 288
6B 1.570 199 307
6C 1.369 219 321
6D 1.554 198 305d 6E 1.729 217 348
6F 

- 
1.637 202 317

6G 1.383 208 307
6H 1.554 194 298
61 1.766 206 333
6J 1.551 220 338
6K 1.645 236 372
6L 1.345 204 298
6M 1.564 204 314
6N 1.544 204 312
60 1.581 209 324
6P 1.567 210 324
6Q 1.620 215 336
6R 1.614 229 357
6S 1 .694 215 343

H 6T 1.578 210 325
6U 1.592 225 349
6V 1.637 234 368
6W 1.583 201 311
6X 1.590 195 302
6Y 1.572 220 339
6Z 1.622 208 326
6AA 1.636 219 344

• 6BB 1.636 204 320
6CC 1.610 212 330
6DD 1.594 221 344
6EE 1.619 222 348
6FF 1.603 216

H Average 327.5
Standard deviation 20.6

Coefficient of variation (%) 6.3

Soil: EA 200
Gross weight: 51 grams
Weight of ZnUO2(Ac)4 added: 0.380 gram
Activity of ZnUO2(Ac)4 : not determined
Background: l3countsfmln

17
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Table A-2. Activities of Soil Subsamples Separated (and Replaced by Riffling)

Subsample Weight Observed activity Corrected activity

pit

5A 1.703 155 248
SB 1.901 137 230
5C 1.586 143 221

• SD 1.888 137 228• SE 1.851 138 229
SF 1.895 133 223
SG 0.697 181 221
SH 0.817 172 217
51 1.696 156 248
Si 1.500 158 239
5K 1.536 144 221
5L 1.453 158 237
5M 1.525 144 220
SN 1.235 152 215
50 1.331 151 219
5P 2.654 110 220

• SQ 2.676 115 232
H SR 2.386 122 229

5S 2.443 121 231
ST 2.065 126 219
SU 2.113 135 238
5V 1.801 137 225
5W 1.833 136 225
SX 1.539 146 223
SY 1.580 145 225
5Z 1.392 160 236
5AA 1.443 151 225
5BB 2.463 112 214
5CC 2.509 110 213
5DD 1.808 128 209

• SEE 1.882 128 213
5FF 1.424 142 211
5GG 1.45 1 133 199
5HH 2.120 114 202
511 2.137 113 200
5JJ 2.097 114 200
5KK 2. 165 114 203

H Average 221.8r Standard deviation 12.48
F Coefficient of variation (%) 5.6

Soil: EA 296
Gross weight: 122 grams
Weight of ZnUO2(Ac)4 added : 0.649 gram
Activity of ZnUO2(Ac)4 : 44,766 (observed)
Background: 13 counts/mm

Appendix A 18
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Table A-3. Activities of Soil Subsamples Disturbed between Counting Periods

Subsample Weight Observed activity Corrected activity

gm

6J 1.5506 211 325
6J 1.5506 207 318
63 1.5506 200 307
63 1.5506 195 299
6J 1.5506 186 286
6J 1.5506 196 301
6J 1.5506 198 303
6J 1.5506 194 298
6J 1.5506 202 310
6J 1.5506 197 303

Average 305.2
Standard deviation 10.8

Coefficient of variation (%) 3.5

7H 1.4301 144 215
7H 1.4301 138 206
7H 1.4301 145 215
7H 1.4301 140 208
7H 1.4301 137 204
7H 1.4301 135 202

• 711 1.4301 142 212
7H 1.4301 135 202
7H 1.4301 126 187
711 1.4301 129 192

Average 204.3
Standard deviation 9.3

Coefficient of variation (%) 4.6

7R 1.4207 97 145
7R 1.4207 97 144

• 7R 1.4207 90 134
• 7R 1.4207 98 146

7R 1.4207 94 140
7R 1.4207 100 146
7R 1.4207 95 140
7R 1.4207 93 138
7R 1.4207 91 135
7R 1 .4207 105 156

Average 142.5
Standard deviation 6.48

Coefficient of variation (%) 4.5

Appendix A 19 
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Table A-4. Activities of Soil Subsamples Undisturbed between Counting Periods

Subsample Weight Observed activity Corrected activity

gin

63 1.495 213 322
6J 1.495 207 314
63 1.495 217 329
63 1.495 213 322
6J 1.495 212 320
6J 1.495 213 323
6J 1.495 220 333
63 1.495 217 329
63 1.495 214 324
6J 1.495 217 328

Average 324.6
• Standard deviation 5.4

Coefficient of variation (%) 1.7

711 1.4006 136 201
711 1.4006 134 198

• 711 1.4006 133 197
711 1.4006 137 202
7H 1.4006 129 191
7H 1.4006 134 198
7H 1.4006 133 197
711 1.4006 134 198
711 1.4006 131 194
711 1.4006 135 199

Average 197.6
Standard deviation 3.09

Coeff icient of variat ion (%) 1.6

Appendix A 
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Table A-S. Activities of Soil Subsamples Improperly Separated

Subsample Weight Observed activity Corrected activity

gin

• 7A 1.892 124 208
7B 1.846 112 185
7C 1.917 123 207

• 7D 1.382 137 202
7E 1.481 127 192

• 7F 1.660 119 188
7G 1.855 150 249
711 1.430 150 223
71 1.702 158 253
73 1.880 124 207
7K 1.894 122 204
7L 2.052 113 196
7M 1.994 74 127
7N 2.002 99 170
70 1.893 104 173
7P 3.113 74 164
7Q 1.157 91 126

• 7R 1.421 96 143
7S 1.82 1 101 165

• 7T 1.694 81 129
7U 1.621 106 166

• 7V 1.837 97 160
7W 2.146 119 212
7X 2.429 180 342
7Y 1.761 203 330
7Z 1.256 170 242
7AA 1.336 207 301
7BB 1.597 242 375
7CC 1.720 915 1,467

Average 252
Standard deviation 242

Coefficient of variation (%) 96.0

Soil : EA 200
Gross weight: 52 grams
Weight of ZnUO2(Ac)4 added: 0.3 80 gram
Activity of ZnUO2(Ac)4: 37,603 (observed)
Background: 13 counts/mm

Appendix A 21



Table A-6. F Ratios (Degrees of Freedom) of Activity Data

S1 S2 A—l A—2 A-3 A—4 A—5 A-i + A-2

A—l 1.00 0.79 0.44 0.07 232 1.27
(31, 31) (36, 31) (27, 31) (19, 31) (28, 31) (66, 31)

A—2 1.27 1.00 0.56 0.09 294 1.15
(31, 36) (36, 36) (27, 36) (19, 36) (28, 36) (66.36)

A—3 2.25 1.78 1.00 0.16 522 2.04
(31, 27) (36, 27) (27, 27) 19, 27) (28, 27) (66, 27)

A—4 13,73 10.85 6.10 1.00 3188 12.45
(31, 19) (36, 19) (27, 19) (19, 19) (38, 19) (66, 19)

• A-S 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.00
(31, 28) (36, 28) (27, 28) (19, 28) (28, 28) (66, 28)

A—i + A—2 1.10 0.87 0.49 0.08 256 1.00
- 

• 
(31, 66) (i6, 66) (27, 66) (19, 66) (28, 66) (66, 66)

A-l = riffled soil.
A-2 = riffled (and mixed) soil.
A-3 = riffled soil with subsampling errors excluded.
A-4 = riffled soil with subsampling and geometric counting errors excluded.
A-5 = unriffled soil.

A—i + A—2 = average values from tables A— l and A—2.

Appendix A 22



• APPENDIX B

DESCRIPTION OF COUNTING EQUiPMENT

Equipment housing. A standard bin and power supply, model NH84A, accommodates
• 12 single-width standard modules or combinations of single or multi-width modules. The current
• capacity is rated to power any combinations of modules the bin will physically accommodate. The

unit mounts in a standard Electronics Industries Association 19-inch rack and occupies less than
• 9 inches of vertical panel space. Its power requirement is 117 volts ac, single phase.

• High voltage power supply. Model NV-27 provides an output range from 500 to 3000 volts dc at
10 milliamperes. A fine adjustment permits 1-volt selection within the range with an accuracy of

• 0.25% of the selector switch setting. This unit occupies two standard bin spaces.

Detector. The detector consists of a 1-1 /4-inch-diameter by 1/4-inch-thick calcium fluoride ,
[CaF2 (Eu)] , scintillation crystal coupled to a 1-1/2-inch photoniultiplier tube. CaF2 is

I 
nonhygroscopic and has a high efficiency for detecting particulate ionizing radiation. A 0.0008-inch
aluminum foil over the crystal shields out alpha particles.

Amplifier. A double RC (resistive-capacitive) clipped, low noise, linear amplifier , model NA-l 1,
provides an output pulse shaping of 3 gtsec and an adju stable gain ranging from 20 to 1000.

Analyzer. Model NC-l2 single-channel analyzer with selective output modes of integral ,
differential , or >E + t~E generates a pulse of 500 nanoseconds. Although very useful , this item can
be bypassed in counting.

Data display. The model NS3OA scaler has a LED (light-emitting diode) display ranging from 0
to 106 counts, with an input pulse pair resolution of SO nanoseconds. It can be operated manually
or by address control. The NS3OA occupies two standard bin spaces.

Equipment listed in this appendix is products of the Harshaw Chemical Company.
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CHEMICAL SYSTEMS LA3ORATORY Dsgeity Qiisf of Staff for Reseerab,
Dsvelopment & Acquisition

SAFETY OFFICE Atte : DAMA.CSM CM
Attn : DRDAR.CLF 1 Waablngton, DC 20310

DOE SUWORT OFFICE
Attn : DRDAR.CLE 1 Commander

• 
• 

PLANS & PROGRAMS OFFICE HQ US Army Medical Command, Europe
Atte DRDAR.CLR-L 4 Atth: AEMF%4
Attn : DRDAR.CLR-T I A~~ New Yotk 09403

AUThOR’S COPIES: Product Asenrance DIrectorate 3 Us ARMY MATERIEL DEVELOPMENT AND
READINESS COMMAND

BIOMEDICAL LABORATORY
Atte : DRDAR.CLL.V 1 (~~mm~i~d~~

US Army Materiel Development and Readiness Command
CB DETECTION & ALARMS DIVISION Attn: DRCLDC

Atth : DRDAR-CLC.C 1 Attn : DRCSF-P
Attn : DRDAR.CLC-E 1 5001 Elseithower Ave

Alexandria, VA 22333
DEVELOPMENTAL SUPPORT DIVISION

Atto: DRDAR.CLJ-R 3 Office of the Project Manager for O~em1ca1 Demilitarization
Atm: DRDAR CLJ-L 3 and Installation Restoration

Atm: DRCPMDR.T 2
ENVIRONMENTAL TECHNOLOGY DIVISION Aberdeen Proving Ground, MD 21010

Atm: DRDAR.CLT-D 4
Atta: DRDAR.CLT-E 1 Human Engineering Laboratory HFE Detathrnent
Attn : DRDAR~CLT-P 1 Attn : DRXHE-EA

Bulldlng E3220
MUNITIONS DIVISION APG-Edgewood Axe.

Atm : DRDAR.CLN 2
Commander

PHYSICAL PROTECTION DIVISION US Army Foreign Science & Tecknology Canter
Attn: DRDAR-CLW 1 Atm : DRXST CX2

220 Seventh St., NE
RESEARCH DIVISION O~arlottesvllie, VA 22901

Attn: DRDAR.CLB 1
• Attn : DRDAR CLB-C 1 Commander

Atm : DRDAR-CLB-P 1 US Army Missile Research and Development Command
Attn: DRDAR.CLB-R 1 Redstone Scientific Information Center
Atm : DRDAR.CLB-T I Atm: DRDMI.TBD 2
Attn : DRDAR .CLB.TE 1 Redstone Arsenal, AL 35809

SYSTEMS ASSESSMENTS OFFICE Director
Attn: DRDAR CLY-R I DARCOM Field Safety Activity

Attn : DRXOS C
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE Qiarlestown, IN 47111

Administrator Commander
Defense Documentation Center US Army Materiel Development and Reediness Command

Attn: Acceedons Division (DDC-TC) 12 Installations and Services Activity
Cameron Station Attn : DRCIS-RI-IU
Alexandria, VA 22314 Rock Island, IL 61299

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY US ARMY ARMAMENT RESEARCH AND
DEVELOPMENT COMMAND

HQDA (DAMO-SSC) 1
WASH DC 20310 CDR, APG

USA ARRADCOM
Attn: DRDAR.GCL

Aberdeen PiuvL~ Ground , MD 21010
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Co imandsr US ARMY TEST & EVALUATION COMMAND
US Army Armament Research and Development Command

Atm: DRDAR LCE 2 Commander
Atm : DRDAR-LCE-M 1 US Army Cold Region. Test Center
Atm: DRDAR-LCH 1 Atm: STECR•TD
Atm: DRDAR-LCM-S 1 ~~~ Seattle, WA 98733
Attn : DRDAR-LcM SA 1
Atm: DRDAR-LCN 1 PresIdent

- - Atm : DRDAR LCU 1 US Army Infantry Board
Atm: DRDAR-PSE-EC I Atm: ATZB-IB-MI

• Atm : DRDAR-SCA-PP 1 Fort ~~~~~~ GA 31905
Atm : DRDAR-SER 1
Attn : DRDAR-TSS 2 DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY

Dover, NJ 07801 Commander

Director Naval Facilities Engineering Command

Ballistic Research Laboratory Attn : Code 03

Bulldliig 
DRDAR-TSB-S 1 Ale edna VA 22332

Aberdeen Proving Ground, MD 21005 Qrief , Bureau of Medicine & Surgery
Department of the Navy

US ARMY ARMAMENT MATERIEL READINESS COMMAND Washington, DC 20372

Commander ColiUflafldlflg Officer
US Army Armament Materiel Readiness Command Naval Weapons Support Center

Atm: DRSAR-IMB~C 1 Atm: Code 5042/Dr. B. E. Douda
Attn : DRSAR-ISE 1 Crane, IN 47522

Rock Island, IL 61299 DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
Commander
US Army Dugway Proving Ground 1 Sy.tems Division

Dugway UT 84022 Atm. ASD/AEID
Wright-Patterson AFB, OH 45433

Commander H”~ USAF SGPR
Rocky Mountain Arsenal Formstal Bldg

Attn: SARRM-QA WASH DC 20314
Commerce City, CO 80022

HQ AFLSC/SEV
Norton APE, CA 92409

Attn : SARPB-ETA 1 OUTSIDE AGENCIES
Pine Bluff , AR 7 1611 Battelle, Columbus Laboratories
US ARMY TRAINING & DOCTRINE COMMAND Attn : TACTEC

505 King Avenue

Commandant Columbus, OH 43201

US Army Infantry School
Attn : NBC DivIsion 1 DiteOtor of ToxiOOIOIj

Font Benning, GA 31905 NatIonal Research Council
2101 ConstItution Aye, NW

Commandant Washington, DC 20418

US Army Missile & Munitions Center & School ADDITION ADDRESS
Attn: ATSK-DT-MU-EOD I

Redstone Arsenal, AL 35809 US Public Health Service
Room 17A.46 (C7T Odieroff)

Commandant 5600 Fishers Lane
US Army Military Police Schoolfrralnlng Center Rockvllle, MD 20857

Atm: ATZN-TDP-C 1
Fort McOellan, AL 36205
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Commander Coannsn4~US Army Environmental Hygiene Agency US Army Science & Technology Center-Far East Office 1
Atto: LIbrarian, Bldg 2100 1 A~~ San FrancIsco 96328

Aberdeen Proving Ground, MD 21010

DARCOM, STITEUR
Atm: DRXST-ST1 1

Box 48, APO N~~ Voik 09710
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