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1= 3PS PRESENT

Abex Corporation

Auto Frietion Corporatiom
Bendix Corporatica
Brassbestos itaaufacturing Corp.
Carlisle Corporatico
Caneral liotors Corporation
Lear~Siegler Inc.

iuturn Corporation
Faybestos-iiammhattan Inc.
faddawvay llaufacturing Co.
§.X. Hellzan Corporatiom
theeling Brake Block

PROXY AVAYL LABLE
Lasco Brake Products
E.K. Porter Co,

OTHERS PRESENT

Auto Frictionm Corporation

3endix Corporatiom
Friction ilaterials Division
Mzonotive Afternparkst Qperatiouns
Heavy Venicle Systexs Group

Carlisle Corporation

Delco=tioraine Division

Lear~Siegler Corporation

Huturn Corporazidn
Raybestos—iisnhattan, Inc.
Raddgway ilanufacturing Corp.

S.%X. Wellman Corporation
Wheeling Brake Block

Gorman & Cole
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REPRESENTATIVES

R. L. Cutler
Adriza Conics

P, E, lessier

Y. Simon

. E. H&ﬂis, Jr.
B. J. Kick

D. J. Ogilvie-
J. Y. Greenen

R. R, lioallt

¥, W. Barton

G. A. Carrigan
L. Burgess (6/28)
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J. Laher (2. W. Drislane)
C. Black (E. H. Drislane)

Kublin

F. lessier (6/28)
Godfrey

Elliott

Perritt

E. Kettering

P. Baynes (6/28)
Lee

Luellen

Hallow
Cunninghanm
Jioote

Raminski
Stratton (6/28)
P. Gornan

Y. Drislane
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St ' ASBTSTOS STUDY COiiITTEE REPORT .
ivi:UTES

-

ix. B, H. Uagaer of Carlisle Corporatiom, Chuitnad-of the Asbestos
Study Comnittee prepared this report. In lir. Yagner's absence the
. Secretary read the report. Please refer to Exhibit 9.

ir. Wagner reported on work that a Task Force from the Committee had
completed on preparation cf a work practices booklet concerning the
bancdling of asbestos~containing fricton materials. Considerable progress
had been made in the preparation of this booklet but it was noted that at
the Board of Directors meeting on June 27, 1978 that the.Board directed
that the Task Force submit this booklet to the Asbestos Study Committes
who would then zake recomxmendations to the Board of Directors.

Upon motion duly made, seconded and unaninously passed, it was;

2ESOLVED: . To accept the report of the isbestos Study
Comnittee as written.

iir. Adrian Comins asked that the Institute consider the question of a

possible recall of asbestos-bearing frictica materials if such action

were taken by the Coasumer Product Safety-Commxission. lr. Comins was
concerned writh the recall provisions of the Federal Hazardous Substances

sct which the Consumer Product Safety Cocmission adainisters. If asbestos-
bearing friction raterials were to be recalled under the Federal

Bazardous Substances Act, nasufacturers would have to refund not omly

their distributors or rebuilders for the manufacturers' selling price

but would -have to pay shipping and packirg costs of all those further

dovn the line in the distribution netvork. 5e indicated thac this .

was the bill that casufacturers would pick up for the Tris rscall. He
indicated that this could be a substantial cost should asbestos-bearing
friction materials be recailed under the Federal Hazardous Substances

Act. A question wa3 raised as to whether product liability iasurance

vould cover the costs of say such racall., It was not known whether

this insurance would cover tails type of recall. One member indicated

that he didn't believe that there could be such a recall by the Consumer
Product Safety Commission because he questionad whether the Consumer

Froduct Safety Cormissicn had jurisdicticn over asbestos-bearing brake )
li=inzs, Discussion on the Consumer Product Safety Commissiocn problem )
was enlarged to iaclude other Federal regulatory agencies including '
CSH:, LPA, etc. It was indicated that evea if s government recall ;
could not be supported by a rational review of sclentific data, that )
in the existing eavironment, with pressures from enviroomentalists fge
nedias.and some regulators, that a recall is still a possibility. a)

iz, rigan indicated that berylliuno users have scieantific data which

would indicate that certain sections of the OSHA beryllium standards are
ucsupportable, bur that regulations have nevertheless been adopted.

Lir. Harris noted that thc Asbestos Iaformation Association has given
outstandirg service to zanufacturers with valuable legal and medical
information coacerning thie asbestos problen. He particularly suggested

that friction materials manufacturers who are not members consider -
supporting aad joining the Asbestos Information Associaticn. The

study that Or. Jacko of 3endix had run for the Ecvironmental Protection

agency was dicussed. Io that paper Dr. Jacko attempted to quantify the

anount of asbestos emissions into the atmosphere from brakes and clutches.
That paper provided data that supported the view that the geseral public
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‘.45 not subject to excessive expo 0 asbestos from vehicular brakas U"-'Qm'f.-.’n.
*  or clutches. A pember comzeniited that the basic area vhers agbestos RlnT
‘. «dig aTproblex is in the workplace and not in che geseral eavironpent and . vl !ES
he questioned vhather asbeg}:gc-bur'.n brake linings could be considered

a harmful consuser product, tuch less 2 hazardous substance.

N
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lir. Couins suggested that the Institute should ask for a hearing vhile
the Consumer Product Safety Commission may be re—drafting rules on recall
procedures., The Secrstary advised that ia 1977 lir. Comins suggeated
that individuals write to the Consumer Product Safety Commission as
tegards recall procedures under the Federal Eazardous Substances Act. .
tr. Conins was oow asking that the Institute act as an orgamization to
bring this question to the attention of the Consumer Product Safety
Cormissicn. The Secretary quoted from the minutes of the Jacuary meeting
of the isbestos Study Coczittee tvhere Hr. Ed Femner of Johos-iianville
stated that there was litigation underwsy concarning whether aluminum
viring in a house is a consumer product. Also it was ncoted that thers.
was a survey being made for the Cousuwmsr Product Safety Comzission by |
Rearaey Associates concerning asbestos-bearing products vhich might

enit respirable asbestos and be covered by regulations of the Consumer

?roduct Safety Coumission. .The Secretary indicated that he would chack i
the status of the Rearney report and advise.

iir. Coning stated that as regards individuals writing the CPSC, that to |
his Imowvledge no action had been taken by anyone, and ttat it would be :
tecessary for the Institute to take an active role as regards Consumer ,
Product Safety Commission recall procedures. One pember indicated thae ;
his compaay was conceraed about the possibility of Consumer Product o
Safety Cormission action acd had given serious consideratiom to the
question of recall procedures. It was suggested that the Institute
work through the Asbestos Inforpatioa Association to call this problem

to the Consuser Product Cafecy Cormission's atteation. In respouse

to a question, the Secretary indicated that the Inscitute has good
ligison with the Asbestos Information Association. iir. Cozins indicated
that he was not satisfied with the Asbestos Study Cormittee's handling

of the recall problea with tha Consumer Product Safety’ Commission. After
additional discussion lir. Comins made a motion as follows:

GESOLVED: That the Friction liaterials Standards Institute
take an active role with the Consumer Product
Safety Commission renarding the position of
friction materials masufacturers as to recall
procedures that could possibly affect asbestos-
contairing friction materials.

The potien was duly seconded. A count of the mezbers indicated that there
were 1l ia attendance whenm this motion was put ca the floor. Six members
voted in favor of this resolution, with two opposed and three asbstaining.
According to the Constitutiocn and Py-Laws, the resolution passed with a
majority of those in attesdance voting in favor of the resolution.

_. ©iz. Cozins indicated concern about acn-asbestos bearing friction waterials,
' and noted that there may be federal funds available fer a project such
as joint research to develop non-asbestos friction materials becsuse
of the alleged hazards of asbestos in the work place and environnent.
ilz. Comins suggested that the Iascitute seek federal funding to establish
such & joint research project. It ves asked if s joint research project
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“would not contribute cither directly or indirectly to funding of such -+ - it (i

- Eaference vas nade ro & proposed New Jersey law whi
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- . Hou.ld be legal and feasible. Were thers anti-trust icplications from ' .L..-:fla

this type Of research? Several mesbars indicated that their compamies Pringrerre

joint research,

scrapped about
a year ago which proposed to baz the manufacture use,or sales of any
carcinogsnic material, which included asbestos.” If “such a statute vere
to pass io one state it could effectively ban asbestos in brake linings
throughout the United States. This propoged llew Jersey statute vas
abandoned after it was realized that it would just about close down

the manufacturing industry io New Jersey. Even if such a ban vers
feasible, even Dr. Selikoff has indicated that thers are controls that
can keep asbestos concentrations to non-haroful levels. Several delegates f
indicated that they were strongly opposed to any kind of joint r ch

project for the development of a nom-asbestos lining a=nd this et m
was then dropped.: ' - '
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BRAXE PEDFORIIANCE STUDY COMAITTEE

iir. Nelsom, Chaircan of the Brake Performance Study Committee prepared
his cocmittee's report. iir. Nelson could not attend this meeting and
wr, Son Cutler of Abex read the report. Please refer to Exhibic 7. , .

The Coairzan's report discussed ite=s such as tha Quality Control
Progra= and recent acves in Washington and the courts concerning Federal
tlotor Vehicle Safaty Standard 121 (air brake systezs standard). The
Chaircan also discussed Stendard 105-75 and contact with Mr, Fred
Yedler of the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration concerning
Docket 1-4 (replacement braks shoe ad lining ass=mbly). He indicated
that this docket was being reactivated and we could expect to hear

nore ca it in the near future.

ur. Nelson reviewed his discussicus with ifr. Redler concerning projects

that could effect brakes including such items as longer life friction
zaterials, brake systeo iaspectibilicy, and the up-grading of both the
hydraulic and air brake systems stondards. He also discussed AANMVA
certification requirements and activities of the Vehicle Cquipoent

Safety Cocrdssicn., BHs noted that the Institute had becn in contact

vith the Dafinse Supply Agency coocerning the proposed federal brake
liningz specification HEL-3€1T, and that the Defease Construction Supply
Center indicated that the revision E variation of this specification
calling for full dymamometer tests was not satisfactory. They indicated
agreexzent with the Institute position about the unworkability of Revision E.
The Defense Construction Supply Center is now working on a Revision F )
waich 1t is hoped will include some of the suggestions that the Institute

pade over the past year.

In reading . I!e.‘l:son's teport, ilr. Cutler commented oca the Quality
Control Program vhere he asked for soma feed-back concerning work of tha
Quality Conctrol Sub-comzittee. It vas asked if pesbars had been




