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T have examined thio Carey and 2ird gaup.les ol asbestos felt
submittod with @, Russoll?z wmewmo of 2/21/69, copy cttached,
and thero ig no question thei there ig a diflerence in
aproarance due mainly, I am sure, to the surince {inish of
the folt before saturation, A chsck of porcont saturatian
showed the Carsy [feli to have W49 and the Bird felt 37,07,

The zoat froquent complainta that we have had on aghaeatos Lol
hag boen pror perforationa and brown color indicating poor
saturation, I bolieve that the perforotion problem has been
pratty much corrocted} however, saturation rensing a problen,

I would surgest that we obtain a gsample of Fuberoidts aabestos
felt fr¢ the Yew York area and coupare it with our mnterial .
in view  the fact that Ruberoid ban offered us a dry felt
with a ditrferent furnish from the one we are currantly using
and wo understand that Ruberald s using this material in st
least one of their plants,.

Attached are the samples of Bird and Carey felt that wore
gutmitted by 'r. Ruasell,
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