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In
coverage camplaint
¢

view of a recent

ompetitive audit on our spreyed fibers, the serious
by the

« F.Byrnes Company, and a series of SCUND-SHIZID
» W are reviewing the formulation and specifications and are pre~

omplaints
paring to maike the following changes. Should you take exception to any change,
please advise the writer. . o

o

The cohesive atrength of CAFCO HEAT-SHIELD at the lower applied densities
are somewhat weak, and therefore we intend to increase the cement content from
the present 2 to about 4%Z. This difference does not appsar to detectadly
change the coverage. The bulk density will be tightened from 6.5 -~ 8.5 to
6.8 = 8.3 lbs, per cu. ft, Sieve analysis limits are also to be placed on the
product.

CAFCO SOUND=-SHIZID - Complaints with this product were on lack of harden-
{ng, non~uniferm shade, and our observaticna of ¥ large pellets, The lack of
hardness is usually a function of water used, density and drying rate. Soms.
laborataory results, however, indicate that longer mixing, or laboratory mixing
results in a harder mass. This may be due to better distribution of binders.
Qur present oroduct is larger in pellet size and consequently lighter in density.
We interd to place & sisve analysis limit other than that set by U.L. which will
require a smaller sized product. The bulk density, which is now 11 to 13, is to
ge to %" % 1bs, pes Cue fe.

PR Bl

BLAZE-SHIELD - This product currently calls for a bulk density of € to 10
lbs, per cu. ft. It is intended to limit this density to 8 t09.5 lbs per cu. ft.
and to also place a sieve analysis limit on it.

:* Rew Materials.

“W-&ommcuiumrortmmmwﬁtwam
at on a 3/L4 inch screen. The wool presently going into the storage
bin varies between 6 and 50% retained on the 3/4 inch screen., This wool is
i then samewhat decreased in sise as it goes through the sugers. We plan to see

i viat practical specificstion limits can be placed on this raw material.

1958, Ruberoid SD asbestos was placed on the approved list along
vith 3 5D Special since the two had equal charscteristics both by research
s and by & sieve anzlysis at U.S.Testing. Since thers were n€d limits,
Nality control tests were not made on the material and it 4s not known to
it extent the quality changed during use. We are planning on a sisve analysis,
Wlk density test and a wet bulking test to be carried out.

12 the past CAPCO materials returned wers examined only for physical character-
?‘hamammgnac@lmpim. We intend to set up a procedure
* chemical analysis which should show & more camplete picture, but will also
%mlmtmtomwm/{samiuwmm.
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