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't was ncted thap tie freasures's T2n0rt vas made up during the flrse week
of June 1573, and che Jume 30, 1973 .;zures had to be estizated based

on anticipated Jme expenses and the fiscal year-end accruals. Io
Sumeary, tha ¥lnaneial Staczenents sheved 2ore thas $100,000 (o savings
accounts and tise deposits, and over 520,000 1n !4ss Dusche}' 3 Metirament
Fund. he Instigute operated curing the 1772-73 fiscal year with a net
income {n eucess of SIC 000, It was noted {n the 12 year Sumary of
Financial ulphlights, that an Active Merber in 1961-62 with one

cate:ory had an annual fee of $300. In the same year, a Regional lMember
paid a total of §1,200. Ay 1572-73 an Active iember with ome category was
paying $1,700 in annual dues vhereas & Rezionzl Mecier was pavimg $1,300.
Iz other vords, the Active lember was paying io excess of 100% more in
1072-73 than he vas paying i3 1961-61. The Reglonal Member had been
increased only 307, fzom $1,000 to $1,200, during the same period of
tire. There were sgimilar disparities comcernins the increase in duss
vich Nepional Associations and Licensaes.

{non motion dvly made, seconded and unanimously passed, it vas

*-

, JESOLVED: To accepe the Treasurer's Report as read.

ASDESTOS STUTY CRETITIE 222050

Ne. I. 3. Yeaver, Chairman of the ..bastos ftudy Commictes, was present..

: to deliver a talk to the Mesbership comcerning asbestcs probless iz the
friction naterials industry. lr.eflesver-had subnitted‘a\vri'tan repore
sucmarizing his Committce's activities duzing the 1972-75 fiscal vear.
lather than teport strictly on the activities of the Committee, lir. Vesver
had baen as.ed to deliver & talk soncerning the background and sericusness
of the mbearre reguiartiny an rthey concern the friction materials induscry.

vz, "eaver's Rapott on the Asoestos Study Committes sctiviries ls
""IBILM Ia additicon, the address that lir, ''eaver-gave to the
nezhership at the June 27 Meetisg is shown as ENAIBIT 6.1

| .z, Ueaver discussed some of the background for the J°7'A and the EPA
regulations. Ia particular, he pointed out that the CSIA label requirement
vas consideradly less severe than that orisinally recommended by the OSHA
Advisory Committes, Mr, Hesver particularly recommended compliance with
the spirit of the OSTUA regulaticas and sugpested that if indusery does

not show & villingness to comply with existing retulstions that the
consumr sctivist groups sad organized labor may push for evea barsher
regulstions. Ee also discussed the EPA Pmissions Standards which apain

he found to'be reasonsble and attainable. 1'r. Veaver closed his discussion
indicating that the Acbestos Study Comvdtt2e would can:inua to keep on

top of the regulacions emanating from Yashington.

'r. Ueavar ansvered soms questions at the end of his talk. One question
b nad to deal with the aczuracy of the membrang filter matl:od for measuriag
' concentrations of uirberne asbestos fiber. Mr, Veaver replied that it is
very difficult to gec accuracy into this method, It takes condiderable
! training, and even with the traiming different operators will have different




vdnvtes of Mnnugl aeting L) June 27-2C, 13N

feadinzs. '™Mils we tndicated that chere are daiinite problems with he
nexdrane filtar marhed as regards eaforcemant purposes, it s a toel

for the manufactyrer to use 13 zealiisring his work areas. MNr. Weaver
-zenticued thal the Germans have been woriiing with a gravizesric systen,

A provier is the faet ==ar all airborne zaterisls in a friczion caterials
faccory are oot necessarily asbestcs, and that the gravizecric systes
dves not distinguish between asoestos and cther materials. ir. “eaver
felt that any ney systen to replace the rasbrane filter mechod {g fer
¢if in rna futura.

* ilegber asked concerning the EPA emissions requiresentg vhere they ara
in effect lagislating drv collectors over wet coilectors. The question
va3 'hy." !'r, Yeaver replied that the wvet collectors rejuire very high
a0rsepouer to reduce the visidle emissions to zaro. i essenes, it is
very difficult to get “no visible emissions" with a wet collector.

jnother question concerned clothing and the ISEA regulations. It was
naioted out that saveral manufacturers use ao outside cleaning service fcr
the clothias that {s wora {a the work araa, Mr. leaver emphasized that:
the reaufacsurer should specifically nocify the pacpie doime che cleaging
that ¢his ciozhine 1¢ used {2 2= asbescos handling vork area.

Azcthar questicn had to do with the recomsandation that r. Meaver made
that all-doxes o: carcons comtaiuing friction materizls have the OSUA
label ieprinted thereon. In this case, the question concerned a drilled
raper oround prake lining set ready for installation on sices. 2d

this require the CSuh labcl, since it was most lilizly that chere would

te nc suhsequent drilling, cutting, or grindiag to put aslestos dust faca
the at=cszhara? Ir. Yeaver sugpested that chare is always the nossibility
i -additimal cutting, 4xilling, or grisding and <hat he felt che OSEA
ladel.should te used hers also, iz point i3 that in thase sudssquent
operazions the asbesces can be raised to levels coove the 5 filer per cc
1iziz {n the 05T) standards. This will be evea more of ¢ probler whea the
standarde drop to 2 fibers pes cc. Mr. Hezver felt the 05! regulations

icdlcate shat 4f thare mav be subsequant ovevations, the label should
32 used.

Upon motiam 4ulv made, secoaded and 'manizously iacsed, it vas

RTIOLVED:  To accepe tie Teport of the Asbescos Study
Commiccee a5 presented.

MEBERCAID CUIMTTES, REPOTT
Hr. Frask 1. farke reportad on the activities of che ilewbership Coomictee
duriag tie 1972+73 fiscal veez, Jee ZCUISIT 2,

1o summary, Mr, Gatke's Repcrt shewed the following changes in iecbership
in the laetituce:

[ 3



ASTESTNS AD THE TRICTION MATIRIAL LUSTRY
¥r, I. U, Yeaver of Raybestos-ilanhattan, Inc., who serves as Chairman

of the Friction ! ‘ bestos Study Committee
addressed the(Annual Membership lleating of the InstItu iz, Hesver's
address was dalive s w0l0Tddo on ‘lednes talng, Juna 27,

1573.

'Y.r. Hezver's address follows:

Waen £d (drislane) asked me to attesd your amnual meeting last year,
I had to decline, which may have been just as well in view of the
confused status of both OSZA and EPA regulations at the time, This
year things are only slightly less confused, but I-am glad to be

able to be here amyway to attespt to fulfill my responsibilities in
reporting to you as your Asbestos Study Committee Chairman, Rather

~ than present a detailed statement covering Committee activities for

the year, I should like to use my cize to review soma.of the more
concroversial and confused elemants of the Sederal Asbestos Regulations,
mi jive zecormendatinng as to what I think the stance of the Frictiea:
.atetia.ls Industry should be i{n regard to thea.

In lieu of & detailed report covering the past year's utivitiu, I
have prepared a page and a half summary of the Committes's work frea 3
June '72 thru Jume 1, 1973, Mz, Drislane will circulate copies of this
s\ummary $0 anycee who may be interested {n it, and if any of you

have questions or recommendaticns concarning our past work or futurs
intenticns, please feel free to bring them up hers, or if you prefez,
tramsadt them to Ed for our review later.

Probably the single most signif{cant event that oceurred during the
past year on the subject of asbestos hazards was the meeting of the

‘Internaticonal Agency for Research on Cancer that vas held at Lyem,

Francs lasc Jctober. This meeting vas atrended by more than a hundred
and thirty medical resqarchers and representatives of government,
industry and labor from virtually every major asbestos consuming or
producing country “{n the vorld, For four- -days {atensive sessions cn
ashestos vere held by three different panels, each made up of tem to
tweacy~five of the. forescst medical and scientific experts operating
in the various fields of asbestos-health rcesearch. Following the
teetings the committees issued a3 combiped report on asbestos cancers.
I thini the folicwing five items summarize their most importanmt
conclusions:

(1) A1l major commercial types of asbestos can cause cancer,
(2) Tvidence suggests that excess lung cancer {s not detect-

able vwhew occupational exposure has been low, (Just
vhat {s meant by "'low" was not stated.)

YT </
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tsbestos and The Fricticn iaterial Industry (cont'd)

(37 Svidencs has been greatly strengthened that all commer-
cial types of asbescos except Aathophyllite may te respon-
sible for zesochelioma. (Risk is greatest with Crocidoelite,
less with Amcsita, and apparently still less with Chrysotile.)

(4) Clgarette smoking {s an importast factor enhancing lung
cancer tisk in agbestes workers.

(5) Sutveys of occupaticnal groups have shown a suall excess
risk of typas of cancer other than bronchial and o mothclial

especially these of tha gastro-intestinal :ract.

most {xportant item hers is the {nerimaation of a1l najor types
of asbestos as csusal agents for carcinoms, particularly mesothelicma,:
Most of the other {tems culy comfirm or substantiate previous coaclusioms,
Since wost of us use sudbstantial amcunts of Chrysotils asbestes in our
formulaticns, associaticn of this matarial with sesothelioma and
otha- types cf crreer {9 of serious concern.

A awder of individuals vho attended the IRAC meetings came away with
the definite izpression that govermmest recogmition of asbestos hazards
kas bees accomplished and henceforth should be taken for granted. We
can oov look to the next zajor effort being geared toward worker educa-
tica regarding occupaticmal health hazards.. The Occupatiomal Safety
and Bealth Act requires information be given by employers to workers
coacerning the degree of their exposure along with instruction 4a

vays for minimizing exposure. Therefore, it is {ncumbest on a.lleuplgygn
vhose vorkezs handle or come {n comtact with asbestos-containing
caterials to provide some kind of {nstructica or trainiang to educate
the wverkers concarning poteatial hazards and means of avoiding then
vherever possidbla. Accordingly, it would be prudent for all frictien
cacerials manufacturers to develop programs to assure adequate com-

. =mication with their employees regarding esbestos dust hazards, and -

to infora thea of monitoring results, good work practices, and their
ruponsibu:iu ia complying vi:h 0SEA regulaticns.

If such measures are not taken promptly and properly by menagement,
industry vill lsave {tself wvide cpen for intense, and i3 oy opinion
Justified, critdcism by organized labor, as vell as poteatial severe
enforcezent action by government, and attack by any nuzber of social”
and eavizoamental activist orgasizations, If we don't do this ourselves,
be assured that somecne else will jucp on the bandwagon and do it

{2 3 vay that will not be to our benefit. We can expect more and zore
“aetivity by organized labor toward educating and training vorkers

. tegarding health and safety problems and {3 poincing out to workers

vhat their ezployers' respomsibilities are concerning these zatters.
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‘sbestos and The Friction iiaterial Induscry (cont'd)

iany undon activiscs.are teally furious with governmenc's failure to
pursue the provisions of safety and “and health regulatisms to the letzer,
and there appears to be 3 good opportuaity for industry to release
relisble information concamng asbestos hazards beth to their employees
and to their customers before more inflammatory information of this

tyze is aized in the media under organized labor's banner. These

‘tules and regulations pose much zore severe problems for other segmenes
of the asbestos industry, particularly asbestos textile sanufactuzers,
than they do for most friction material manufacturers.

+I bave leen {nvolved {n asbestos products masufacturing for over twenty=
£ive years and have visited dozens of plants and am avare of only a few .
friction materials products mepufacturing operations that I consider to
represeat major problems in achieveing coaformsnce to either OSRA -or .
ETA requirements, including the 2 fidre per cc thereshold limit value,
Sinca significant polarization may be expected always to exist between
panagecent and labor and between management and eavironmental groups
concerning asbestos-health subjects, and since control or conformance
to bota EPA ard 08dd reguwiacions appesrs to Se genecally fessible, a5 -
‘far as friction materials are concerned, my recomendaticn to frictiecn
naterial masufacturers is chat they proceed as rapidly as possible
tovards conformance with the regulaticns. Also I recommend avoiding
{gclinations to misinterpret provisions vhers the intaat of the
regulation is clear, but the wording may be subject to question, There
has been considerable disregard of a numher of provisions mataly {n

the aveas of labeling, monitoring, employee education, perscmal pro-
tection, waste disposal, and use of warning signs by segments of .
asbestos products manufacturing, and I believe this applies to friction

paterial to some extest.

Oue of the most cbvious {tems has to do with {ndustry's reluctznce ta
accept, asbestos products labeliny as required by OSEA. There has been
wuch advertising of asbestos textile products citing the bepefits of
'treatments or coatings that purport to lock the fibre into the produce
in such way that it camnot become airborme during use. While these
claizs probably are trus to varying degrees depending om the nature of
the produce, its use, and the way {a vhich it {s handlad, I do not
think chis claim {s at all applicsble to friction materials. ’

. 1 know of no way any of us can be absolutely sure that his frictiom

- products, regardless of vhether they are sold as origimal equipment
or cn the'replacement market, will not be subjected to additional
operations or alteratiocns io the field that could result in excessive
-exposure of workers or bystanders to zirborme asbestos fibre. I have
been appalled to learn of a number of instances vhere this problem
has occurred, and some of these cases imvolved pegple that certainly
tight have been expected to know better,
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Asbestos and The Frictton Hatertal Industry (cont'd)

£ this kind of thing occurs in fabrication operations of cajor OF
custorcrs. it gppears to me there cag bé mo argument about the need

ag cnal measures-to reduce chances of uanecessary exposurs
m drilling or cutting operations. To those vho argue
peling or other types of warning need not apply to replace-
;neg: materials because fabricators or appliers handling replacemeat
quantities are exposed relatively intermittently, I say emphatically
this just ala't necessarily so! Large volums replacement users

present cajor poteatial hazards, and even small job shops can needlessly
expose pecple to high fibra concentnm—'a-m—f_? ;‘mraonsan perforned |-
wvithout contrgls. That these may be int £ and of short duralion
Joes got preclude possibility for occurreace of adverse health effects

{n byper-susceptible individuals, or in less sensitive individuals whe

uay receive exceadingly high doses of short duration but vho zay de
snckers, oT vho may experience effects because of synergisa with

other miterials to which they may be exposed either at work or el:cwh&a.

To te, lidbeling all containers ot packages of asbestos~containing
fricticn material is the vary laast the industzy can'do to mnn*@
moral cbligation to its custocsrs, their employees, and the public
and at the sams time conform with minimm requiremencs of the  §
Occupaticnal Safety snd Heelth Act. 'I s@ seriously questics vhether
pere labeling is enmough to fulfill this requiresment. It bas beemn
suggested by others as well as myself several times in the past
that addit{cmal fnstructicns, of & more comprehensive mature than
is practical to provide om a label, be inserted inside esch packape
wheze a possibility exists that the product might be used i3 such
uanner that an aizborne dust problem could be created. A number of
responsible asbestes products manufacturers already are following
this procedure, and thers is a good possibili:y that 1z aay be mde
mdatory iz future regulatiocus.

Adepticn of these measures by industry would show good faith tevard
cocpliacee and should reduce possibilities of future cxiticism by
consurer protection groups. 1 doubt very much that £f would have

any significant effect on sales or consumption of asbestos friction
caterials, I know of no sudstitute for asbestos in normal automotive
fricticn sacerial service, and I know of littla or no noticesdle
effect labeling has had on other products where cautiemary labeling

"~ has been used thus far,

Teep ia mind thac MNIOSH and the OSEA idvisory Committee recosmended
a ruch zore severe label than the cme ve are talking about. This
: subject was heatedly debated during the OSHA Advisory Comzittee
_ deliberatioas, and their final recommendation called for use of
"éthe vord "Danger" lnstead of "Caution" and specifically rentioned
that breathing asbestos causes cancer. Very frankly, I was exceedingly
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- Asbestos and The Friczien :-'a:e:ial'. Indusery (cont'd) .

surprised vhes the £i-\ai 0S4A Standard came out in favor of consider-
ably =lder vorking, ow I am perplexed that Industry resits the
0SdA labeling requi’emen: as \rirgorously as it does,

;any other elements of the CSHA Regulat.ans caze out more favorably
toward {ndustry than the :ecomndations that were submitted by
NIOSE and the Advisory Committee, and $tiff resistance by Industry
will be needad to pravent OSHA from strengthening the regulations

in conths to come. We can expect considerable effort to be made by
anti-industry elepents of the medical professicn, by organized labor,
and by eavironmental groups who want the airborme standard lowered
froa 2 fibres per cc to | fiber per cc or even lass, Soze {ndividuals
even speak of asbestos in terms of zero ‘I'LV which, of course,

is completely impractical and would result in virtual banning of
mining aod use of asbestos for amything.

Another controversial subject is fidre monitoring, This is pretty much
of a disaster area because of lack of confidence in the mechrane filtar
method loc sampling aad :nalycing fe= aithorme cchestns. ‘Much of this
~ preblem is attributable to the naturs of the operatics, which
iovolves considersble judgement iz additicm to techmical competency
ou the part of the people performine the tests. Even when performed
by practiced individuals under the best possible conditicns, the
cethod {s subject to wide variaticns {a results. MNeedless to say,
vhea performad by relatively inexperienced personnel under the widely
varying conditions that exist in the field and betveen differeat
laboratories, results can be extremely variable. In oy opiniom, the
method is not at all suitable for enforcemeat purposes, but can be
used to good advantage by industry for policing its own operations
and for determining where to davote control efforts vith maxdimm
advantage or pocential for {mprovesent.

n spite of its deficiencies, I think the membrame fil:er rethod
'will persist for quite some time, but I will not be at all surprised
1f future ezphasis by OSPA shifts toward work oractice regulations
rather than monitoring to a numerical stapdard.

Another controversial item has been the protective clothing: requiré-
ment, This has created considerable question and comtroversy,
particularly in the textile {ndustry where ceiling limits are
difiicult to control on certain operations. Differeat OSEA

regional offices have applied differenc interpretatioms to the
protective clothing requirement, aad it's hard for me to see how
soz2 of them can be as liberal on interprecation as they are.:

e regulaticn specifically calls for full bedy cover {pcluding
cloves, hat,. and foot coveriag, vhere levels exceed the ceiling
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- Asbestos and The Triccien atestal Isdustry (comt'd) |

limic. Ia spite of this, certain OSTA regional offices take the
positicn that any protective clothing, .even as scanty as a short
slesves sZirt and trousers, is adequate, provided cthis clothing {s
changed before the employee léaves the plant. Tlersonally I believe
this lenient imterpretation provides effective protection for mest *
exposures, and I ceacur that the important thing is to make sure

‘the exployee doesn't take the comtaminated clothing out of the plant.

Other 0SGA offices stick to the lotter of the requirement, vhich creates
a major problem oo many operations vhere discomfort from full cover
clothing can have a very significant effect on operator efficiency.
This requiremant is under vigorous attack by companies that are

having problems with it. ilo doubt some judgement by the Occupaticonal
Safety and Lealth Feview Comzission or the Federal courts will be
fortheoming concsraine this element of the regulations, and {t is to

be hoped that future ravisions of the rule will permit more

flexibility than the existing wording does.

Waste disposal kas created uzoblems rnich both JSLA nad IT4 cegulze -
tions, and sowe friction zaterial magufacturers already have

extensive facilities in the works to cope with these problems. Of
particular interest {s the pelletization of fricticn material

waste to reduce dust to 3 form that avoids necessity for bagging or
othervise containerizing the material, This also reduces or elinminates
geoeration of fugitive dust during disposal im landfills, Several
casufacturers have installed extensive pelletizing systezs to solve
their vaste disposal problens, and this approach appears to be aceeptable
~ to both P4 and OSTA as well as state cavircamental comtrol agencies.
.Ycher apgroachas have been to utilize wet disposal methods and, of
course, some manufacturers are bagging and labeling the dry waste,
where vet vethods or pelletizing are mprac:ical Where bags

or other containers are used for waste disposal they should be

lzbeled in accordance wi:h LT

vedical examination requirements have presented problems, particularly
the one of determinine vhat conscitutes "asbestos exposure”. Some -
cozpacies have adepted the attitude that all vorkers, {acluding office
and tesearch pecple, even though they are nmot normally considered to
‘be exposed to asbestos, should be included in the nedical surveillance
prosras. M the other hand, many seem to follow the tack that anyone
exposed to one fibre ner cc or less need oot be iocluded. My advice
uould be to check everybody vhere there {s any doudt about actual

exposure,

1 could éoell at comsicerzble length on other probless and {ncomsis-
of the "SHA Resulations 2ad their various {aterpretacions, but
telieve I srodably have expounded on this encuph for the zoment,
ticwever, che one main point I want to get agross is that any
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isbestos and The Friction raterial Indusery

compariscn of the existing regulations with industry’s position

a9 stated in their input to the govermment prior to premulgation
of the regulation, and compared wich the recommendations of NIOSH
and the 0SEA Mdvisory Cormitcee, will readily indicate that the
existing OSHA standard, with the one serious exception of the

two fibres per cc limit to be izposed {n 1976, follows {adustry's
position rather closely. If 1 appear to be defending the present
OSHA Asbestos Regulaticms, it's only because I am very much aware
of how much more strict these rules would be if the recommendatiocns
of WIQSS and the Advisory Committee had been follawed. I doubt
that sany in the industry recognize or realize just how close

~ they may have coms to being rerulaced out of e:d.scenu.

Future ocnxpational safety and health legislation probably will
trectify numerous inadequacies {n present rules and may ameliorate
some aspects of existing occupational safety and health standards.
However, I seriously doubt that much relazaticnm if any is tobe }
exresced dn vepard o  the Asbestos Regulations, I T think the '
{nduscry is going to have to mownt a very determined effort to
prevent these regulations from being tightened {n the future. 1

_The EPA regulations concerning ambient air contzol of asbestos are

another matter, Although it was responsible for imitially tagging

- asbestos as a hazardous pollutant, since doing so EPA has beeam much

less diligent in pursuing its ammounced intenticns toward regulatica
of the mater{als it declared hazardous. EPA first declared asbestcs
a hazardous air pollutant om March 31, 1971, and published propesed
regulations December 7 of the same year, Hearings wers held and much
industry {aput was accepted and very delfberately reviewed by EPA
before they finally issued the National Emissions Standard om April 6
of this year, This regulation was promulgated nearly a year later
than called for under the requirements of the Federal Cleam Air Act.

"Fo: this tPA has been under considerabls -criticism ever since.

In addition to-being late, the EPA standard i{s a lot less stringent
than [ or any other {ndustry people, who have followed its develop~
ment, expected. Hearly all the objections voiced by industy concern
ing che originally proposed standard were removed before they issued
the final regulacions. I additiem, they oodified some requiresents
to the extent that no ome in {ndustry expected, or even would have
had the temerity to request, in meetings where these subjects were
discussed between industry representacives and EPA,

.In essence, the standard boils down to the following scatement as far

as emissions are concerned: There shall be no visible emissions to
outside alr from any asbestos mill or manufacturicg cperation except
when a specified mechod of air cleaning, also part of the standards,
{s used before the emission escapes. In general, the air cleaning
systens specified, filter asoestos emissions to the poinc that visible
emlssicns, other thad possible coadensed water vapor, would mot be

produced anyway.
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Othsr requirecants concerning usa of tailings for surfacing roads,

the regulation of demolition actdivities, and controlled application
of spray-on materials are of little concern to friction materials
processors, Our biggest concern lies with the emission standard,

which will require the tightening up of dust collection facili:ies and
vaste disposal practices vherever fugitive dust probless occur,

The bpiggest problem with EPA regulaticn I have found. thus far has
been non-wmifors interpretation of what constitutes a visible emiszion.
I know the EPA pecple who drafted the regulation intended this to
vean just what it'says. IL it's visible under any comdition whatse~
ever, and ZPA approved air cleaning systems are not in use, the
emissicn is in violacicm, Simce most friction materials sanufacturers
already are ezploying baghouses that meet EPA standards for clesning
their exhaust alr screams, {t {s wnlikely that aay severe impact

vill occur to the {ndustry as a whole ¢a account of the EPA regula-
ticns as they now stand. Those few manufacturers vho are relying ca
vet dust collectors that do not meet the EPA standard may have
problems, The best way to be sure of ueetlng LPA requicezcars !s

to sharpen up on maintenance and operation of existing baghouse
filters and replace existing wet collectors with baghouse filters

to eliminate visibla emissions.

Io summary, the OSEA and EPA Asbestos Regulations are alot more

leaient than many interested and concerned parties wish, We can

expect pressure to have them tightened. Friction materials manu~
facturers should support Asbestos Industry efforts to have them
=itigated in hopes they at least aren't made more severe. In the
peantice, we should conform to the regulaticns to protact our employees
and our custogers and to avold criticism and enforcement actions.

Your Asbestes Study Committee will contimue to follow the interpre=
tation of existing regulations, the trend of proposed chamges, and
" the development of new medical and scientific study material thac
cay affect future regulation of asbestos products, 'e welcome
your questions and any imput you may be able to make coocerning
our activities.



