FILE NAME: Friction Materials Standards Institute (FMS)

DATE: 1979 Dec 4

DOC#: FMS058

DOCUMENT DESCRIPTION: Meeting Minutes - Board of Directors



13

PRICTION . ‘TTDINLS STANDarDS IUSTITUTE, IC., E-210 ROUTE #4, PAPAIUS, ¥.J. 07652

-IJUTES ol : ZCIIL.IG

of the

ROARD OF DIRECTOrS

Tuesday, December 4, 1272 at 9:30 AM
at

‘farriott Totel, Raddle Brook, llew Jersey

DITZCTONS PRESENT

Raybestos~"‘anhattan, Inc.
i International
Bendix Cornoration
Autornotive Aftermarket ODoerations

L. 0. .0alll, President

T. T. .essier

7. Simon

J. iI. Greenen
Stuart Coriins
G. &, Carrican

TEAC premes
QTSNS PTISCUT

von ianly
J. 1. Asmstrong
3. J. Pigr
Tir Lardy (4LIA Counsel)
E. V. Jrislane
. P. Gorman (F ST Counsel)

Rrassbesgtos i.anufacturiag Cormoration
iluturn Corvoration
P. T. Brake lining Company, Inc.

S, tlellnan Corporation

ibex Corporation

Bendix Corvoration

ifsbestos Information Associatiom
[dricland & Ellis, Csquire.

Friction llaterials Standards Institute
Pobert 7, Gorman, Esquire

.r. "'0a2alli, Chairpan, ovened the meetins at 3:30 &I,

LIJUTES OF PPEVIQUS 'EETINGS

The :dnutes of the eetines held June 12-13, 1979 had been distributed.
o corrections wcre suggested. :

Toon motion duly made, seconded and umanirously pasged, it rras-

TIS0LVID:  Taat tae lnutes of the June 12-13, 1079
.‘eetinrs be accepted as -'ritten.
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INSTITUTE JCSPQUSE TO EPA OFFICL OF TOXZIC SUSSTANCES INITIATIVES
- Qif ACBESTOS L TLICTION [ATERIALS o

While general questions on tue use of asbestos in friction materials were
addressed {n the advanced notice of nroposed rule-making, lir. Guimond of
the EPA proposced eleven specific questions that he would like answers to
from friction mgterials menufacturers. !Mr. Guimond asked frictionm
materials manufacturers to ansver these questions. Fe also asked for a
date by winich the EPA would be advised as to whether manufacturers will
answer these questions. At the meeting, the Secretary indicated that

he would try to give .lr. Guinond an amswer within three weeks but that
it would take at least eicsht to gather amy such answers.

A question was asked concerning the deadline for responses. In the Federal
Register noticc the deadline was December 17, 1979, The Asbestos Information
Association had asked for an extension for at least sixty days in order

to gather the information needed. The EPA had indicated that they would

not extend the deadline for information. (It has subsequently develoned

that there will be a sixty day extension.) It was stated that the EPA

wvould consider any information they rathered whenever it was received

even 1f it did not hit the deadline.

In review of the eleven questions, it appears that the EPA needs more
information before they can proceed with their rule-makinpg. It was
suggested that they need more time to build their case. A Director
questioned whether the EPA is attempting to get this information directly
frorm the Institute. The Secrctary sucgested that the eleven nuestions
vvere prepared for discussion Jlovember 16, 1979 at the AIA and

they were not prepared specifically with the idea of the Institute making
the response. This -ras discussed in 'Jashineton and it was not decided
whether the Institute ‘rould respond directly or wvhether it would pass
these auestions on for individual replies.

It was sugrested that the questions be redrafted in order to jive the
EPA relevant information beyond the areas questioned. A Director asked
as to hov and vaen we resolve any deadline for answerins these questions.
Should the Institute copy the eleven questions and send it out to the
_embership right away? It was stated that the Institute should advise
the EPA that a response 'rill be made. In addition to answering the
eleven questions, there should be izformation on <hat zrz the real
problems as seen by the industry. ‘That pertinent questioms have not
been asked? There may be the need for questions on the availability of
substitutes, tooling, and health questions on the substitutes for
asuvestos. It vas .suprested also that the Institute ask members to give
an ex>lanation as to vhat nroblens they see that have not been asked by
these questions.

It r7ag asked if the EPA quostions are targeted only for automotive disc
brake liaines. It was replied that wiille some of these questions pertain
specifically to automotive disc brake linings that the questions are

general in nature and should apply to all automotive type friction materials.
The emphasis on disc brake materials can be inferrzd from some of the
questions that were asliied. It would appear that automotive disc brake
materials are tae first target of EP.\, but they have not specifically said
that. It was stated that a case be made that disc brake pads are aow

in a transitional design stage, and do not need EPA regulation.
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It was sugrested that any information that nembers might have that would
supnort a nosition in ooposition to this resulation should be sent to the
EPA. The EPA will not be subpoenaing iaformation opposing their plans for
regulation. It vas felt that a persuasive case can be developed for not
gettiny astestos out of friction unaterials in anything less than ten years.
Any information supporting such a viewpoint should be submitted,

It vas stated that many of the individuals working on asbestos control at
LP¢ are new to this field. llot only are they new to the asbestos question
but have little background in friction materials. It is for this reason
that the lines of communication should be kept open, and it was suggested
that one of the industry's jobs would be to educate EPA persomnel. The
Institute should provide them with data and work in a lonical controlled
manner to arrive at any regulatory results that are realistic and achievable.
thile the vords ''spoon feed” weré used the point was made that information
should be given vhich gives the complete story on asbestos in friction
materials and this may oot necessarily be in the areas that EPA is
questioning. It was suggested that with the nolitical realities in
llaghincton, that the Jffice of Toxic Substances +vill do their best to ban
asbestos in friction materials and probably in automotive disc brake
materials at first. 4 question was asked as to hov the Institute or its
mecbers could get EPA personnel attuned to our problems. A sugpestion

was pade that a tour of plant facilities micht be worthwhile as a first
step in the education process. Perhaps plant visits could be scheduled
with merhers from the ortheast.

Questions trerec raised scveral times as to whether a ban on asbestos in
sutomotive disc bralies was a2 foregone conclusion. It was sugpested that
if it is a foregona conclusion the Institute should try to control it

or otase it in in a logical manner with the least damage to the members.
Tnis t-ould e a different anoroach than opoosing any such ban.

LT, Armstrong asxed whether the BSoard of Directors was in favor of these
raculations wnich may come from LPA. iHe asked whether an asbestos ban in
friction materials is inevitable. Pethans the Institute's approach should
be to fisht these expected TPA regulatory initiatives,

.ir. iardy indicated that it tvas not automatic or a forepome conclusion
that asbestos *rould be banned in friction materials. There are several
questions and burdens of nroof for which the EPA must develop ansvers.

1} 1s there an unreasonzhle risk to the health and environrment from
asbestos in friction materials? (2) Can the risk be reduced by other
measures than an outricht San? (3) Is this the least burdensome means
of accormlishin: Toxic Substances Control Act objectives? (4) Are the
suvstitute materials less adequate than the naterials they will be
replacin~ from a safety viewpoint? There is doubt that nedical evidence
would support the ban on asbestos in friction materials. FHe supgested
tha: the "PA :"11]1 have a difficult time documenting such a ban.

iz, Armstrong sugcested that if the industry wished to make stromg ov-
posxtion toa ban it vould have to produce medical evidence to refute the
unreasonable risk alle-ation It v7as indicated that there was no one at
the reeting in favor of tegulatxons to ban asbestos in friction materials.
It was sucgested at the same time that for members, or the Institute, or
otners opposed to repulatory initiatives to ban asbestos in friction
materials, that this did not in any rray preveat us from cooperating with
tae EPL. It wes stated that it is important to keep channels of communica-
tion onen,
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The nain thread running through the questions posed by the EPA concerns
substitutes for asbestos. There have been several articles in trade
magazines coacerning tie replacement of asbestos. ‘v, Guimond earlier
shiowed the Secretary an article from Automotive Industries in ilay 1979
which was headed "Age of Asbestos on Vehicle Parts Ending.” This was
based on information primarily sourced from Raybestos-ilanhattan. In
addition, the EPA had a letter from General .iotors in their docket concern-
ing their program for non-asbestos friction materials for brake systems.

In that letter, which is a public document, it was noted that General
liotors plans that all passenger car disc brake applications will use
non-asbestos friction materials by the 1983 model year. 1In addition it
made projections on drum brakes for 1985, with work om light trucks and
heavy trucks to follow. This is the type of information that supports
possible EPA plans to ban asbestos in automotive disc brake materials. It

. was stated that while this may be true for General lotors, on an original

equinment basis, there would of necessity be a time lag for the replace-~
ment markat, for other domestic original equipment manufacturers, to-say
ncthing of the imported cars. A question was asked whether current
sexmi-metallic General  lotors disc brake linings use asbestos. It was
stated that this was not knowm, but that some Delco-iforaine ads had
indicated the usc of non-asbestos materials., Further, it was stated that
some of the semi-~metallic materials used today have asbestos in the backing
layer undernmeath the friction material.

It was statcd that the ZPA will have difficulty regulatinpg aon-asbestos
friction matarials into some industrial applications. One Director
indicated that there trould be considerable difficulty in adapting a
non-ashestos friction material to certain systems used in overhead cranes.
It was indicated that some of the materials that were used for rerlacing
asbestos werc iron powder and covper powder. There is a growinz shortage
of iron powdaers aad copper novders used ia friction g

materials. Another Director stated that there are many problems adapting
non-asbestos tvope matarials to applications such as truck disc brakes. It
~as indicatec that some of the noa-asbestos types had difficulty with cast
iron rotors aac that the braxe vackace had to be almost completely
redesiznad to take steel rotors.

It was sugcested that another difficulty might surface at a later date
and this is the carcinogenic properties of the materials being used as
substitutaes for asbestos. Questions alon~ these lines were ashed by

ZPA 1in their advanced notice of rule-making. However, in many cases

the substitutes that are being us~d in non-asbestos friction materials
are fibrous in nature. There has been a question raised concerning the
pathogenicity of asbestos and vhether it 'ras attributable to its fiber
shape rather than its chemical malic-up. If it should be develoved that
finer structure iz the problem, it may be that fiberglass and the metal
fibars that are used as substitutces could act as carcinogens when inhaled.
It is unlikely that the nedical risks involved with fiber substitutes can
be ovaluated in the short terz.
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It was pointed out several times that where the information requested by
EPA 1s not provided, that tiiey do have the pouver under the Toxic Substances
Control Act to compel delivery of this informatiom.

#8 ragards requesting the information from thc ilembership it was suggested
that its i.ealth and Environmental Affairs Comnmittee or a Task Force review
these questions. It was suggested that in order to organize a response
there miclit be need for netw skills on the lealth and Environmental Affairs
Committee. It was sungested that Public Relations skill mipght be needed
in presunting the Institute's problems to the EPA, It vas suggestad that
a8 progran be outlined as the Committeec needs direction. Let the Committee
review tic request for information from ZPA and add their owm quastions.
tdditionel information should be provided beyond that which has been
requested by EPA. Any additional questions over those asked by EPA

can be suqgested by the Committece. It was suggested that the Committee,
vhen preparing questions, ask that members answer every question and that
they indicate their reason3 for not answering such as don't know,
proprietary., or th: like. It was suggested that the questions might be
broken down into different catcgories of friction materials such as disc
brake linir~s, drum brake linings, bralke blocks, clutch facings, industrial
segments, etc. A Director indicated that while this may or may not be of
value, this is a question that should be considered by the Committee when
it makes its recommendatioms.

A Director suggosted that it wvould be worthwhile 1f the Cormittee or a
Task Force meet with the EPa. In particular, he suggested that a group
aeet with xr. Suinond and others in the Office of Toxic Substances vho
nave direct rasponsibility for rule-maliiag on asbestos friction materials.
There could b¢ an informal meating writh the EPA and an Institute Task
rorce for clarification of the questions submitted by EPA. This would
iadiczte that the Institute is anxious to cooperate and-it would be
helpful if th~ EPA could be more definitive and specific on some of the
questions. In addition this aey also buy some time where the members can
e workiac on the questions and perhaps gathering some preliminary data.
Iz -ras stated that the questions asked are bread cuestions and they should
be morc dufinitive or asi: specifically what they are looking for. thile
a meetin- ic being worked out with thc EP4, the members would be advised
on what 15 coinr on so they could start gathering information. It was
suggested that any meeting might bDest be held in the ashingtom area.

.r. ?igg suggested that it vould L rell to have the mceting at the IPA
offices. An Institute Task Force to-be organized by ilr. Armstrong could
discuss the technical questions that are involved. They could also get
soue input to those in the ZPA resovonsible for regulations. In other
rrords, the mceting with the EPA aight not just be for clarification of
the gquestions but it could also be for raising issues and indication of
industry problens wvith a ban. The questions to be answered in respomse
to the EP4 requust will depend upoa the ansuvers that the Task Force gets
from EP.. .ir. licalli indicated that he would pursue this further vith
ir. arnstrong, Chairman of the Health and Environmental Affairs Comnittee,

to get the Task Force in operation.

It was agreed that ths Iastitute vould continue working tith the Asbestos
Taformation issociation and in carticular with its ad-hoc Committee.
Corresoondence rould continue to be interchanged betvecn associations.

.ir. Piers noted that the Asbestos Information Association has given
prescntations to the EPA. One was on the consumption of asbestos and the
othey was en -edical information as rczards asbestos related disabilitdes.
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4, Tne Health and Fnvironnmental Affairs Committee will
review and recoumend vording for the questions to be
asked the lembershin.
5. The questions after review by Counsel will then be seat
to the llembership for nrenaration of an Institute response.

It is apain suggested that in phrasing the questions that the Committee
advise if the questions pertain to the broad range of friction products
or to specific product lines.

IUSTITUTE ﬁESPOUSS TO EPA ON POPULATION CZPOSURE AND
SOUTES, DURATION AND FREQUEUCY OF 2XPOSURE

The Tealtl and Savironmental Affairs Cormittee drafted a letter to the
Environmental Protection Arency concerning their suggested reculations on
asbestos. This response was patterned after information gathered to

rzfute an earlier IIT Tesearca Institute report which pointed at asbestos
friction materials as having an extremely high population exposed at

high exnosure rates. This document r-as prepared by the Committee anc
revised by the Chairman and vas ready for distribution to the EPA. The
Diractors stated that this letter to the EPA should first be reviewad

and annroved by Counscl. Then with Counsel reviewv and possible revision

of the letter, it rust bc an»rroved by the Board of Directors before reloase.

FEDZ2AL ACTIVITY - ,SBESTOS EILLTH HAZARDS COIPENSATION ACT

1.2 Secretary zcdvised that 2e had wvritten to Senator 5ary Hart who was to

Le the gponsor in the Senate of * an Asbestos llealth Hazards Cormemsation
Act. It wve:z statad that the Tenrick 311l as drawn up earlier was dead.

It vas iacdicated that this bill ras never given seious comsideration

froz tlie omset but 1t was a stepoing stone tovards a practical cowmpensation
o2li. Senator nart anly indicated taat there was uno action being taken
cn a Cenate Till this time.

"1, DPirc advised that he had just rcceived a cooy of some draft legislation
for 2 compensatic: act. Ee had only recieved this draft the day prior

to our —~eeting. 7The recommendation of the Health and Environmental Affairs
loumiitse was that no action he tazn on an ashestos health hazards
cormensation act until the Committee was able to review the content.

“r. 2i;; zave this draft to the Secretary who will send it to the Committee

for their consideration and corrents.

EEALTY ATD TIVIPOMITITAL ATFAIRS COIZTTTEE REPOPT

ir. Armstrong, Chairman of the lealth and Environmental Affairs Committee,
reorsanized this Committee and expanded the '‘embership to include new
rembors fron H... Porter Company, Thiokeol and lluturn. lr. Armstrong
indicated that there was no charter or direction for the Cormittee as
such and that the Cormittee was drafiing a charter which he was nov
revievine., The Committece recormmended that vith no movm action in the
area of an asbestos compensation act that no action should be taken at
this tire. The Cormittee uwill continue to monitor amy activity in this

2rea.
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A question was raised about Virginia Frictiom Products in Virpinia rm

by tne Carreras family. The Sccretary indicated that he had vritten to
iir. 3111 2xlerod at [rasne over a year ago concerning nossible .lember-
ship in the Institute. Ile had also written to 'r. Carreras of Virginia
Triction Products. !llo replies were received. One of the problems with
the Virginia Friction Products operation was discugsed at the June 12,
1379 meeting., The fecretary at that time was directed to write to
Virginia Priction Products which he did. Ue also called !ir. Joe Goodreau
at !lidco in 'iddletown, Connecticut concerning Virpinia Friction Products.

A Juestion was asked as repards non-mcmber use of copyrights and whether
lack of enforcement of a copyright might be a path to loss of the cooy~
right. Counsel indicated that he was not completely versed on copyright
law but taat he helieved this to be so. The Secretary suggested that
before hc writes concerning !lembership in the Institute and copyright
infringenent that he have some evidence on these manufacturers' use of
the "SI aumbers. It was stated that the followinz would be a3 vrogram
for corresnondence and folloms-up: -

1, Send a letter to the manufacturer sucpresting "‘embershin
ané advising on use of the Institute's copyrirchts and
trademarks.

2. After sufficient time has lapsed, write a follow-uo
latter and at the same time wrrite to the ‘emlrership
asking for any evidence of that manufacturer's use
of the Institutec's copyrights or trademarks.

3. 1If evidence 1s avalilable from the '‘erbership on the
usc of the Institute's copyrights and trademarks
vrrite another follow-up letter.

4, Tf there has been no reply to the follow-up letter
(after proof has been provided) the question will
be referred to lLepal Counscl for his follow-up.

IDEUTITICATIO. AU (ZTALLIC TYPT LIUIINGS

The Sccretary indicated that at the Junme 1979 Board of Directors !leetin?
they referred a question concerninc metallic linings in Institute Catalogs
to the Data Book and Technical Committeee. Ti'0 members had suggested

that there be specific identification of semi-metallic or metallic type
linines in the Institute's catalogs. At the October 23, 1979 meeting

of the Data Book and Technical Coumittee the Committee adopted a resolution
against listinge metallic type friction materials in the Institute's
Cataloss. They resolved that the original equipment metallic or other
formulation of friction materials not be shown in bulletins or catalogs

and supported that rasolution with these five items:

1. ‘etallic comnosition information is not readily available.
Ori~izal Cquipment manufacturers may consider this infor-
mation privileged.

2. The Institute should not make recommendations or infer
recommendations on formulations for brakes.



