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Asbestecs —— Thanks to a local architectural firm, I
this week from the

e was asking questions about acoustical plaster.and acoustical -tex-
tures _pregarding ashestos fider content, what fiber sudstitutions -had

been effectively made since 1573, and if such substitutions increase
‘our cost to produce or if ultimately these became an additional cost
the consumer. Y felt obligated to give the gentleman some answers;.
A was very guarded in =y statements. I did inform him that we had'n
used any asbestos additives in our formulas since 1973 and that we' h
changed to inorganic fidberglass fibers, as well as cellulose fiders,
‘ in certain formulations. I also stated that such re-formulations he
; to a certain extent, increased pumping pressures and, sudsequently,
decreased productivity, which had the effect of increasing the in-pl
east of the material. I'zm not sure I gave him all of the informatit
he was looking for, but he did indicate they might, in a future arti
ust some of my statements to the effect that the material had dbeen t
! formulated and that it had, to a certain extent, increased the in-pl
: cost. ¥We have a number of schools with acoustical plaster (at least
g one with asbestas in it) here in the state and, at the present tlae,
they are estimating a cost for removal from the school systems alene
of approximately $15,000,000. One school may cost as much as $1,9500,
In a series of articles the REPUBLIC & GAZETTE has written over the
few weeks, 1'm of the opinion that they were reasonably accurate, bu
using somewhat the alarnist approach, and apparently the State is re
mending complete removal rather than sealing. Of course, over the 1
tera, I suspect complete Temoval will be cne of the. safest ways to F 3
but at the same time, very expensive. Some estimates given locally

as high as $15.00/psf. I find this difficult to believe, dut I gues
it 1s not of ay coneern. :

Hopper & Son == I think I should tell you that Dennis Hopper appro
xe this week, requesting information regarding the terms of his fran
agreenent on roof decks. All guesticns were relative $o =ubsgitutic

Insulpers® .by-other foam.products and. how. it related to the royalty,

BtTuctur®, etc. 7This conversation developed as a direct approach tc

.. Dennis this week by Bernie Gree f Vertecs Bernie says there i3 r
question in his mind that he can justify ¢ nstruction of = <
operation 4in Phoe . i1 EE :En Eet our znsuIEE'—-@:i

viously, Dennis or someone has provide Tnie with a ¢
nuxbers, at least as far as our prodacts are concerned. According t
Dennis, Bernie Green has quoted $145./MBP f.0.b. Phoenix. This, of
course, is for Insulperm® or the equivalent of it. When you cexbing
that with a royalty fee of 1-1/2¢ per board foot, you are looking at
$160./MBP. Effective May 1, 1981 our price for Insulper=® will be
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