cc: Ir. J.7. Bun, Tlaveland

Chiocage Auxiliaries Research
PCandC
HYouston Ssles November 5, 1551
Os H. Zlark, Jre ¥arine faint and
Varniah Co.

get. 1Sth

I zave you the information that waa avallable on the comparigon
of Sunolith High Opacity Litho -one and fermolith 20L and Parmollth LA in
my letter of OUctober 1Sth, which arossed in the mail with your letter of
the same date.

3ased on the oil absorption, it aprears that Femmolith LO:L wo.ld
be closer in body to Sunolith Rig Opacity. We have now made paints ooma-
paring the prope-ties of Sumclith High Opaoity snd fermolith 20L, LOr and
F=320 in a £1at wall ceint formuls contsining 750§ of lithopone per 100 eal-
lons, This is a substantial quanity of lithorone and oertainly shouild bring
ost differences in properties.

The results very definitely indisate that from a standpoint of
ocolor in oaint and hiding powar, both 20L end 4OM are equal, If not slisht-
ly superior to Sumelith iiigh Opasity, Sumolith High Opacity shows higher
low—anzular sheen than either the 20L or LOM, and definitely hig er than
=320, Likewize, both the 2UL amnd LOM, as well as W-320 show equal or high-
eor bri-htness than Sunolith High Craolity, as determined by the Reflectometer.
There aprears to be no appreciadble difference in the visual rloss at hich
anzle of incident, Tesults are tabulated below iz the Zlat wall paint form-
ule sontaining 7504 of lithopone per 100 gallons:

Cons. SW Cup #3 Stormer K.'i.

Faint No, ATRL § Tt./cal. Grind One Day 5. 30.
1L3 - w320 1112 13.77 1=3/u R Too Thiek 96 99
1k - Lou 1635 13.84 1 34.6 8L 88
15 - 2L 1636 13.86 1=/ 19.0 h o4
16 - Sumolith 1975 13.83 1-3A 19.6 77 ®

Drawdowns were mads on black wnd white hiding -ower shests and alaso
on rrey snd white striped sheets. HReflestance walues were rm oxn the “unter
refleotoneter, and visual observations were made on the grey mmi white draw-
downs., 311 drawdowns were at ,005" film thickness, Results wers as follows:
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ur, O, H. Clark, Jr. -2~ November 5, 1951

Reflsctance Valuag Visual Obse: vetion
.aint No. contrust Retlo 3rightness Yhite= Loz Ang. Fiding
neass shean owsr
143 - -320 87.35 %.05 2nd 4tk 2nd
FARTRE R 88.30 88,75 lat 3rd 1at
oclose.
1LS - 20L 88.5% B88.55 lst 2nd let

cloes. close.

146

5 molith 87.8 38.0 I 1st 3rd
poorest. Jistinctl

It appesrs from our test in this formula that either Fermolith
2L or L% should be satisfactory for a match for Swmelith Figh Opasity Lith-
opone. I w ili ;. commend that you stick with the “ermolith LOM since thia
i tre me that we originally rscommended and should zive you,normally,slicht-
ly vetter sheen, equal hiding cowe - and color. lMowever, if they fingd that
the consiatency rura slishtly too hizh for them, then I wo.1d recormend the
Termolitr 20L. ZJL in the flat peint we tested in dces show closer zonsisi~
smay to Sumolith Zigh Opaaity.
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