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VTUTES OF TVE MEETING

¢f the
ASBESTOS STUDY COMMITTER .. .. PLAINTIFF'S
. i T EXHIBIT
Friday, Owtobey 24, 1975, at 9:30 A . “IV“(}6042

Insritute office, £-230 Route 4, Paramus, W.J,

MIEBERS PRESERT

. Yagner, Chairman

g - Carlisle Corporation

£, #, Feigradbend Abex Corporation

B, 2. Stene Zendix Corporation

1. H. Yeaver _ _ o . Raybestos—llanhattan, Ina.
B

. Dunderdale _ _ _ - .= . Royal Industries

., k. Cola _ " Clapp & Bisenberg
£. W, Drislane Friction Materials Standards Tnsilvute

NIVBERS HOT PRESEHT

. Jacko ' Bendix Corporation
E. P. Stefl E. K. Porter Co,

The meating was c¢aliled to order by Mr. Usgner, Chairman, at 9:30 AN,

PLUTES OF PREVICUS MEETING

The Hinutes of the Meoting held April 28, 1975 had been distributed. These
minutes were revieped and a motion for their acceptance vas wade.

“Ppen notion duly wsdz, seconded And upaninously passed, if was

RESOLVED: To accept the minutes of the April 28, 1975
meating as written.

ASRECTOS DNFORMATION ASSOCIATION CONFEREWNCE

The Asbestos Information Association {ATA) held thelr annual Sovernmentw
Industry Conference in Washington on September 10w11, 1875, Xon-menmbexs of
ATA wers invited to attend this conference. Several individuals representing
friction waterials attended, .

ne of the items of intarest was the proposed OSHA regularion which was

due nesr the end of September. Lt had been indicated that tha OSHA
standards would be oriented more towards work practices than to a numerical
srandard. “lMr, Weaver indicated that the OSHA individual who indicated this
dig go believing that the ney standard would not have & nev numerical
iiwméy, Apmarentiy chere vas alor of meresmat within USEE by othes
groups—-possibly labor unions and NIOSH--and that the proposed lower
moe vl 2l KEASSRTY came {n &t tha very esod of the write-up as it was
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prepared for publication, The standard, which will be discussed later,
proposed a numerical standard of 3.5 fibers/ece (TWA).

Severzl atiendees stated that this conference was most werthwhile, It

gave & good overview on asbestos. The only criticism made was thay the
speakers did not have sufficient time to be questioned after their presenta—
tions. The Institute will continuve to monitor this conference and

expresses its support of the work of the AlA.

PLANS FOR IUSTITUTE SEMINAR ON ASBESTOS

Y. Wazrer and r. Drislane had taken the initial steps to organize this
seminar. At the April 28, 1975 meeting of the Asbestos Study Committee 2
resoiution vas passed racommanding that the Institute spomsor a workshop
on the asbestos problem in the £all of 1375, Ghis resolution was

- reviewed with the President of the Institute, Hr. Simon, and it vas

decided to proceed with such a seminar. MNr. Wagser contacted Iir. loel
Hendey of Jehns-lianville relative to his putting on a session similar
to that which J-i presented two years ggo. (For reference: Mr, loel
Hendry, Denver, Colorado, telephone 303-¥70-1000, Exteasion 2142), 1t
wag sugpésted that the Johms-Manville presentation would have to be

the corner-stone of 4ny seminar and thar this would have Lo be arranged
first before arranging other presentations.

Mr. B, K. Hwen of OSESA had been dnvited by Mr. Hagner to - address this
seminar. . Xron had indicated that he should be able to attend, 1f wag
suggested that the seuinar would be a good time for a2 synopsis of the
maior polnts of the new 0SHA standard, Alsoe it would be well for Mr. Ruen
to tall with people from our industry,

A comment wag made to the effepet that OSHA had nisled those attanding

the conference in Washingron indicating that the proposed standard crould
he »ark practices orienred. (The standard came out with z lower numerical
limit.) It was stated that Mr. Kwonm was knowledgeabla in the indnscziael
hygiene area but he was not a policy maker. He was not responsible for
tha addition of numerical standard in the proposed amendwments to the

NSHA ragulaviens.

Mr. Drislane indicated that he had talked with Mr. Bob lereness of the
Asbestos Information Associarion, and My, Mereness indicated that he
wouid be plessed te attend. Also Mr. Drislane contacted Mr, R. Hagdelain
of M1fisk of America Imc. Mr, Magdelain would be most pleased to put

on a presentation relative to that type of vacuum cleaner for the work
place. Xr. Wagner alsa talked with Mr., W. Engeleightener of Ferro-Tech
relative to their pelletizing eguipment. HMv, Engeleightener will also
make a2 presenbation.

At the meeting Mr. Pagner called ir. Jeel Hggdry ta firm up the J-H
participation. In summary, it was indicated that MNr, Bill Reitze wonld
discuss the medical aspects of the regulations. M, Ed Fenner would
reviess 0514 and EPA regulations. Ny, Noel HNendry would discuss fiber
wandling. The J~If »rasentation will require-a 35 tm projector, & 60 = 60

‘gereen, along with a podium. and a PA system. !Mr. Drislane indicated that

arrmmgsmancs for tlese would he made.
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The seminar wiil be schdulod £07 Vednzsday, Decomber 3, apd Thursdav.
Decembar 4. Ths opening 45s108 wiil be o pf@ad&tatiaﬁ b Jxbee-daewille

for the £ull afteérnoon on tecawber 3. Other topics will be scheduled on
Thurséay mornlng, with Ifr. Hereness {or someonse else from AIA) ralking at

the luncheon on Thursday. There wovld be 2 registration fez of $10 for the
seninar. 'r. Drislane will try to malie srrangesents at either the Harriort
at Saddle 3rock, the Ramada Inn in Rochelle Park, or the Sheraton Heights

in Easbrouck Hedghts, Mr, Drislane will write %x. Kanglﬁiﬁ and ﬁr._%arenass
1o officially invite them. XNr. Wagner will write to lr, RKwon,’

¥, Enoelefghtenar, and Jr. Jendry to £iwvm up the atranpemenrs., The c¢ommirtes
recoemmends that Messrs., Pagner and Drislane plan and schedule the seminar.

It was suggested that the type cof person to be invited should be soreone
involved with plant problameg, but it shotid zlso be the foreman or other
individual wbo could zet across the message to not use ap air hose or & broom.

The possibility of 2 wovie heing shom was discussed. It was suggestad that
the controversial interview of Dr. Selikoff z2ud Dr. Lewinsohn of Turner
Zrorhers wrould not be the right presentation. Perhaps a novie that emphasized
controls in the work place might e worthwhile. ilo decision was made as
regavrds a wovis,

4nother sugpestion wag to Mave a tresentation by those whe have used foam
to eavelope the work sration so that no dust is raised duripg mixiag.

v, Tesver felt that this was an interesting techalque. !z, Stong had
discussed this at an earlier meetlag but had made no furthex progress on
this since that time. It was decided that this would not be added to the
ggendan. .

4% repards the Hilfisk eguipnent, it was noted that this is good equiprent

for local pick-up of dust and debris in the work place. Hovever, this

subject should be expanded to include a central systen such as a Yoffman unir.
It was felt thar this session should be czlled "housgkeeping in the work
place” rather thap “Wiifisk., However, the Rilfisk representative would
diseuss his unique equipmenr. 7The idea was to sell the concept of cleaning
the work area (not o sell the vacmm cleaner)., ¥rs Drislane will indicate
this partigular poiant ro Ilr. Tizgdelain in his invitation,

AL BOTANTT YISTESTOS CAMND BIASH L ILNEE

b
s

Hr, lereness Yequested lir. Drislane to have this booklet reviewed for update
and corrections. 7The first question raised was “Who is thig booklet aimed
at?", Aleo, "hat is the purpose of this bookler?” It vwas stated that chis
urite-up vas not a compleke presentation of any particular agpect of the
ashestes provlesm, and while interesting insofar as i1 went, was not particuiarly
convincing., It iz not the type of message char would ordiparily be given to
customers of frictiom material manufacrurers. The message for re«~builders
and rhe garage people is to not cyeate dust in the work place. There should
e more emphasig, if this was the direction of the booklet, on such things

as labelling, possible use of instruction sheets, the handling of lining,

and the proper use of exhavst systems. One of the problems in the field

iz thar thase custemars will often groove, chanfer or provide extya driliing.
It 1s during these subsequant operationa fhat asbestos concentrations may

‘be taised to levels above that allowazble, It was pointed out the Ashestos

Study Committee cbﬂld'not re~write 4. dxaft unigss it knew vhat the booklet
T sister at, ¥t uax stzsed thay thae title is wrang. Perhaps there should
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be twe separate pawnphlets, one for the garage and the re-bullder rype
operation {(for those vwio are doins Yrake service), and another for the
general public. It was stated thar the sudience for this booklet, as
written, must Have besn the environmentally concerned custoner,

ir. Weaver suggested alternatives as regards this vwrite-up: (1) Drop it-—-
do mor use it. {2} Revrite it for these servieing and installing friction
raterials., (3) Vrite a complete nevw article. The write—up made has
lirvle dmpsct. One advantage may be the listing of referemce naterial at
rhe end of th2 booklet. If the ALA belileves that the booklet ghould get

to the user (the cuctonmer of the friction materials sanufacturar) it is
supgosted that information be given to the user as indicated in the
proposed regularions under "SANGERY labels. This concerns the reguirement
during “any ressonably forszeable use; handling, storsge, disposal,
proceseing, ©F transportation” rhar no airborne concentrations of asbestos
fibers in excass of the exposura limits preseribed be relespsed, The

itens that follow this section or housekeeping and wasre disposal are
particularly pertiment to the users of friction materials prior to installia~
tion on a veblele, :

Ur. Drislane was advised that the Asbestos Study Committee will nmot re-write
the article. The Committes recommends emphasis on recosmmendations for
garspes and the re-builders. The Committee would be happy 10 review

a ne writé~up srepared by AlA which wag aimed for this user, with ewmphasis
on the these vho actually do subsequent work on friction waterials such

as grooving, cutting, grinding, chamfering, etec. .

RECONSMEWHLE PROCEDORT FOL BRANE ad CLUTCH SEPVICING

This wyite-up had been prepared by the Raybestog-taphattan, Inc. UMr, Yeaver
distributed copies to Committee members. Raybestos would welcome comments

on this write-yp along with any recommendations for changes. Commiftee
wembers wishing ro comment should semd thelr Tecommendations to the Institute
cffica,

THEONST NTD USTA CSTANDARD £MD TIEC 2.5 PERERSCH LiuiT

Prior to discussing details on the proposed OSHA standards, several membars
stetad that they had been inspected by 3SHA. “hile in 3 fev cases citations
were made for higher concentrarions of asbestog than permitted, there '
had been many instances where counts were made without a citation. Waille
the values on the concentyation are revealed vhen a c¢itatlon 1s made, OSHA
does not provide information on the coumnts when g citation is not issued.
Several nmarbers {ndicereé¢ thst they believed that OSHA will not provide
vritten réesults on thelr test in the work place unless it is necessary to
support s citation. In other words, where a citation 1s mof iavolved

thev will not veveal the data.  Legal Counsel will check on the availability
of this information and whethey OSRA can be reguested to provide this data
when a citation is eof invelved, and will report in writing o the Institute
ot this.

Tae sroposed 2544 standard is far reaching., The main problem is the new

g ALEE met v sumevicad shacdard (0.5 fiberfec). OSBA bas pur ovt 2

woge o omizher spetsfls LIEmS faw e lic aarTiotsariorn itk the mass

iegm being thar the comments must be postmarked on or before December 8, T¥75L
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Written comments concarming the propesal must be submitted in
quadruplicate:

Docket Officer, Docket E~033

B8 Department of Labor, Room #3620
200 Constitution Avenue N.W.
Rashington, D.C, 20210

The ¢uestion was asked as to what would be the most effective means of
communicating with Washington to indicate the problams with this new
numerical standard. Should the Institute comment? Should the individual
penbers comuent? It is not enough for the manufacturer to feel his vieus
will be represented to tha regulators. by the Asbestes Information
sgsociation or FISI. It was suggested that it vould be best if both

the Institute and individual members respond with points thab are particular
to their factorieg, It is felt that participation by the small manuiacturer
will be most meaningful, The Asbestos Study Cormittee will review the
proposed standard and note some of the points that members way wish to
comnent om. it should be pointed out that even if merbers comment to

the effect that they support the ALA comments or they support the FHSI
comments, at least they will be on record espousing their viewpoinis,

A compent wag wmade to the effecr thar everyone has been gearing to get
their concentrations down to the 2 fiberfec limit by July 1, 1975, The
technology necesgary to take the count down to 0.3 fiber/cc is not known.
How can comments be made on the cost impact, effects on ‘competition, '
effects on enployment, effects on énerszy supply, whan the technology

for getting ro the 0.5 fiber/ec is not even known at this time? The

least that can be done 1s to request an extension of time for comments
past December 8, 1273, Uson motion duly made, seconded, unanimously
prgsed it tras '

RESCLVED: That the Institute will request the Department of
Labor to delay the cut-off date for comment on these
proposed amendments o April I, 1974,

The friction materials industry doss not know whather the 0.5 fiber/ce
limit can be reached. TFerhaps it i1l be necessary to go to materials

with a wmatérial cost ten times that of asbestos in order to set the work
place down to the proposed level. Industry is confryonted with reguirements
for Standard 121 and Standard 105-75 from rhe Natlonal Highway Traffic
Safety Administration with stringent friction materlals requirements

at the same time that they must gvaluate whether they canm still use
zsbestos in thelyr producls.

There are several points in the OSHA standard besides the 0.5 fiber/cc
1{imit. Houwever, the main provlem is the 0.5 fiberfec limit, Some of the
comments to follow conterned new problems that may arise as & result

of this proposed standard. These problems will be pointed vut o the

~ members so thah they <an look at these from their viewpolnts with the

aim of advising "Mashington on thelr individual problems with this standard.

The Tteduction of the limit to the 0.3 level is going to effect procegsors
such as the re-builder and the garages who were not really included in
wis standised Besurs.  Any sedfis ohet headlem Trimilioe oatesliais sos
very well Tind alrborne concenyrations of mshestus Fibers it excodd

the 0.5 fiberfee level. fFeor example, a junk yard vhich =dighe have & |
wide lime 4= brakes =iahy Tave oo srobles oy ihu wramend qim.  Sropeees
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any work that they might do ulider could bring their concentration above
0.5 fiker/ce would now be a problem. Thegse people wonld now be covered

by the reguirements of tha OSBA standard. Many smaller operators have

to drill materials to adapt them to unigque shoes in the field., Additional
drilling wounld probably wmove goncentration levels well above the maximum
cetling concentration eof 5 fiber/ec.

"A point to be mentioped 18 not to adopt the tactic of "You can't do ir."

The point is that at the present time technology 48 not available in the
factory to get dewmn to these levels, The industry does pot know what the
costs are, - How can comments be made on cost impact, comperirion,
employment, energy, cte., when the technology to get rhere is net known?
Still further, is such a limdf necessary? .-
it is gugpested that unless a membey hag specific medical informacion
suitahle to refute the proposals in the standard that he net attenpt to
rasist the 0.5 fiber/ce limit based on non professional ohservacions of
workers mude in the past. In other words, 1f it way not geod medical
information don’t use it. The Asbestos Information Asgociation will
Lxy to assemble some yealistice medical information for considerztion

by the Department of Labor,

As regards the problem with cost Inpact on the consumers, it ray he

that ¢lean rooms for the elimination of asbestos may be regulred,

Fithout lnowing figures perhaps costs will more thap doudle with poorer
performance at a time when the National Hiphway Traffic Sefety Administration
ig calling for even higher performance.

henmbers have made extensive plans for equipment, exhaust systems and
procedures to pet to the I fibersfce limit on July I, 1976, Since this
equipment will not get them to the 0.3 fiber/ec level, this huge capital
investment should perhaps be stopped until sueh time s a new standard is
decided., Should a manufacturer discontinue big heavy commitment to equip-
sent for the 2 fidbers/ce limit when this eguipment will not meet the

8.5 fibers/ee Limit?

Conld there be more emphasis on protective clothing with cover-alls,
anocks, boots and glioves am well ag a respirators, YWith reduction to
the two fibersfee level on July I, 1976 and better work practlces, the
clathing sight do the job as well as the new difficuls-to-measure

0.5 fiverfce limit.

The wmembers don't knew bow low they can ger in fiber counss until this new
cellection equipment 4s actually installed and in operation. Sugpestions

made for clesning the work arsa are ail well and good but the only proof

that one has reached an arbitrary fiber limit is when the instaliation

is completed.

As regards energy who can say that 1f double the horsepower wag added

to cellection systems that they would get down To the new limig? Bow
¢an the gnergy cost be estimated until this same equipwient has actually
reduced the concentrations down to the new levels?

there regulated areas are established wbere allowvable concentrations
wxy be excpeded 1f e TEZiogiv va gwd smwlivess NI WeZw THe. Tuowegee
clathing. I one weye ITrying UD ODErate @ Clean ruom Riong WLG
propey proteciive clothing, asployses would want airv-comditiening iz She




dinutes of the Meating
Asbestos Study Committes ~T Dctober 24, 1975

work place for the uancomiortable clething. To reguire alr-conditioning.
in the work place vhile also maintcining the sxtensive exbaust systems
would be prohibitively expensive~~1if Lt can be done at all--becauye one s
st crossg purperses with the other, CLosts also will be increasad because

of the new monitoring ragulrements. ' .-
43 repards the effect on competition it was pointed out that this nay very
well be the trigper which mould close down some marginal operations with

a regulting transfsr of jobs outside of the U.5., FEven in Great sxitain.
where much medical information has been gathered they have not gong to the
Q.5 fibers/eo 1imit. It does not appear that Great Srirain hag suificlent
medical evidence to support sueh a 1imit. Countries on thes continent do
not have this 0.5 fider/ec limit. The Latin Asmericam countries have no
Timits., 45 regards the effect on empleyement and Coempetition, the huge
capital expenditures requived for the U.8. plants may very well export
addirional jebs.

While some of the procedurss recommended for handling asbestos and removing
the worker from contact with the product may show labor saviap results, tha
actual level of exposure ©0 the remaining workmen from these changes still

will be gulte high. S

Thayre would be considerable costs Sor members in the friction materials
industry to requalify brake blocks and heavy duty segnents for the regquire-
sments of the #ETSA Standard 121 which went imto effgct during 1875. There
kas »een a considerable expenditure of funds for Standard 105-75 (hydraulie
brake systems standard} bY mapy memders. Any chénges in the processing

or compounding of friction materialsz necessitated by the proposed JSBA
standard would add additionsl costs for manufacturers {n regualifvine their
materials. The friction materials industry in particular is caught between
the forces of improved verformance of brakisng materials zleng with restrice-
tions on how to manufacture and distribute rheir materials, There mav be
considerable testing te regualify materials 1f there should be a change in
processing or compounding. ,

A8 recards the costs to consumers and soclaty Iin gfeneral the industry doeg

not know what can be done $f it is becessary to remove asbestos from brake
lining. The dndospry .condd be subiect to 5 - 10 yvears of serious dislocacion.
in addition to the vroblems with the OSHA standard that appear evident, costs
can not be quantiffed at this time., Industry needs more time to respond

to these far reaching repulations. :

One of the requirements for vecord keeping statad thar the records must be
waintainad for forty vears, or for an emplovment interval plus 20 years,
whigh ever is lenger. This ig a comsiderable record keeping requirement.
dowever it was stated that perhaps this is necessary in order for subseguent
study of the epidemilopgy of agbestog., It was suggzested that parhaps this ig
one of the new proposals that can be lived with,

In priocy seetings and at prior workshops the problem ¢f correlation of fiber
count has been discussed. In general there ssems to be some agreement that
d1fferent experienced counters may total up results showing as much as & 30%
variation in counts fxom the game sanple, This is already a problem. However
these counts where the 0% variation is evidenced are in the 2 fibers per ce

to 5 fibersfee area, A 307 difference with a 5 fiber/ce count is 1.3 fiher/fec.
ipre, USE3 is a2sking for 2 cmeenveanicn Lisde of 6.3 Cipers/or whes oizk
current observations there can be variarioms of as much as 1.5 fibers/eocr.

A5 concentraniens meve towards 0.3 fibers/ec not only does tachnology get

A AL penTe ey e aT el oy aeerreeres sameddere © hamome rwrtta o § o rereeie Tom
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Industry conditions in 1975 {undar tho current 5 fiders/cs limit) are much
improved over industry conditions which ware in effect through most of the
1960%'a. Each additional step appreaching zero fibers/cc ig 2 lot more

difficult than the steps that were taken to get industry down to the 5 fibers/ce
lindt, “hile it will be burdensome to move.the concentrations to the :

2 fibers/ce limit, the steps necessary to get dowm to 0.5 fibers/ce are not
knowm,

There are reguirements in the proposed standard for worker re~asgignment.

Lf many enplovees are moved to lesser and lesser duties maintailning the same
premium pay that they had received for working with the asbestos products,
thers will be 2 negative productivity result. It has bees industxy practice
in the past for night shifts and more difficult rasks to command higher

pay preiums, This rotation to another job with no loss in pay will be another
penidlty te productivity.

The recommendations that will be made by the FMST or the AIA are not knrowm at
thig time, It is believed that the AIA stand will include background om
medical information. lHowever, it is most important that the individual
companies make & response. Thay should ‘not expeet that someone else will
write it for them., The Secretary will prepare a bulletin te be sent to the
nembership supgesring that they comment to 0SHA on these requirements. It
+111 be poinzed out that the comments must be those of the individual meuber
and thay should not echo the suggested outline of problems which the Institute
will prepare. :

It was 2lso wointed out that thars are a lot of new items in the proposed
regelations including items on loading, unloading and stoving of asbestos
cargo. The carrier-~be it a railear, ship or other--must make a visual
inspection of the cargo and cergo space to determine if leakage or spillage
of asbestos has occureed. the does this? Does the carrier do this? Are the
carriers aware of this problem? A tclose reading of the proposed OSHA
standards revealed many probiems of this nature which will have to be pointed
out to others who may not fgel that they are affected by the asbestos
Tezulations. '

THE £ MATIONAL TIMISEIONS STANDARDS. POR ASEROTLS

The Invirommental Protection Agency published the amended standards for the
Jational Emissions Standards for Asbesteos. This appeared im the Federal
Register Jctober 14, 1975, Ordinarily the EPA amendments would de an item

"of prime concern to the manufacturers., However the propesed OSHA standards

are so extensive and o far reaching they must take priority over these nev
P4 Standards. It wag pointed out that the EPA notice is the adoption of the
amendments to the standards. These are not proposed anendments.

In particular the waste disposal requirements are of interest to friction
materials manufacturers. The friection materials manufacturer is responsible

to see that land~£ill operavors and btrocks carryinpg waste comply with the
requirements of ITPA on disposal of asbestos bearing materials. The manufacturer
is responsible for supervision to see that these requirements are carriled

out.

Hemboers reviered the section 61.25 on waste disposal,. There was some difficulty
oizh izterprerarion, Yo, Teaver pointed ont That the reoulisaents o

covering the asbestos conraining marerial were applicabie only i thure

wgrk vigidble emigsions to the outside adir frow the vaste disposal site. Tu
cnbar wevde, if there were®ne wisitle emissioma® resuivesenre (e) (1) mmi GESRTY
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ei £1.25 do aot cema iate plav. detever these voguirements for cover do take

-

{ effect 1f there are apy visible emissions, The most 4ifficult areas of the
new EPA standard are in the waste disposal area.

There was no other business called te the attention of the cemmittee. Upon
motion duly made, saconded and unanimously passed if was

RESOLVEDR: To adjourn.

Aadiournads 2015 M

E. ¥. Drislane
Seeratary

Lol




