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ASB=STOS STUDY CGiZiTTTE REPORT . R

ir. ¥, B. Yagner of Carlisle Cerporationm, Chairman‘of the Asbestos
Study Cormittee pyepared this Treport. 1Ia ifr, Wagner's absence the
Secretary read the report. Please refer to Exhibit 9.

ilr. Wagrer reported omn work that a Task Force from the Committee had
completed on preparation cf a work practices booklet concerning the

handl ing of asbestos-containing fricton materials. Considerable progress
had been made in the preperation 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 Committee
who would then zake recommendations to the 3oard of Directors.

Upon potion duly made, seconded and umanimously paséed, it was;

JESOLVED: To accept the report of the isbestos Study
Comittee as writcen.

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

possible recall of asbestos-bearing friction materials if such action

were taken by the Consumer Product Safety Commission. !ir. Comins was

concerped with the recall provisions of the Federal Hazardous Substances

4ct which the Consumer Product Safety Comrmission adainisters. If asbestos-

bearing fricticn materials were to be recallad usder the Pederal

Bazardous Substances Act, manufacturers would have to refund not omnly

their distributors or rebuilders for the manufacturers' selling price

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

dova the line in the distribution setwork. 3e indicated that this

was the bill that manufacturers would pick up for the Tris recall, He

indicated that this could be a substantial cost should asbestos-bearing

friction materials be recalled under the Federal Hazardous Substances

Act. A question was raised as to whether product liability insurance

would cover the costs of aay such recall, It was not koown whether

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

that he didn't believe that there could be such 3 recall by the Consumer

Product Safety Commission because he questioned whether the Consumer

Froduct Safety Cormissiocn had jurisdiction over asbestos-bearing brake

lizingzs. Discussion ot the Consumer Product Safety Commission problem

1ras enlarged to include other Federal regulatory agencies including

CSE4, FPA, etc. It was indicated that evex if & governmest recall

could not be supported by a rational review of sciemtific data, that )

iz the existing envirconment, with pressures froc enviroomentalists £he
._ﬂ___gggie ¢ some regulators, that a recall is still 3 possibility. z)

lir, GSrrigan indicated that berylliut users have scilentific data which

would indicate that certain sections of the OSHA beryllium standards are

unsupportable, but that regulations have nevertheless been adopted.

lir. Harris noted that the Asbestos Information Associatiocn hss given

outstandirg service to manufacturers with valuable legal and wmedical

ianformation concerning tiie asbestos problem. Be particularly suggested

that friction materials manufacturers who are not peabers consider

supporting and joining tue Asbestos Information Association. The

etudy that DOr. Jacko of Bendix had run for the Easvironmental Protection

Agency was dicussed. In that paper Dr. Jacko attexmpted to quantify the

anount of asbestos emissions into the atmosphere from brakes and clutches.,

That paper provided data that supported the view that the geperal public
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‘15 not subject to excessive expos

or clu:ches. A pexber commen .ed that the basic area vhere asbestos

18 a"probles is in theiorkplace and not in the gemeral eaviroapsat and =

he. questioned,vhether asuescos-bear‘gg braice linings could be comsidered

WP PE s s 2 o M S

a haroful consusar product, Wich less a hazardous .substarce,

iir. Cozins suggested that the Institu:e should ask for a hearing while
the Consumer Product Safety Commission may be re~drafting rules on recall
procedures, The Secretary advised that in 1977 lir. Comins suggested
that individuals write to the Consumer Product Safety Commission as
Tegards recall procedures under the Federal Bazardous Substances Act.

tir, Comins was npow asking that the Institute act as am orgapmization to
bring this question to the attention of the Comsumer Product Szfery
Cormission, The Secretary quoted from the minutes of the Jaauary meeting
of the &isbestos Study Cormmittee where lir., 2d Femnmer of Johns~ilanville
stated that there was litigation wunderway concerning whether alumisurm
wiring in a house 1is a consumer product. Also it was noted that there
was a survey being made for the Coasumer Product Safety Commission by
Rearey Associates concerning asbestos-bearing products which might

emit respirable asbestos and be covered by regulations of the Coasumer
Product Safety Commission. .The Secretary indicated that he would check
the status of the Xcarney report and advige.

iir. Conins stated that as regards individuals writing the CPSC, that to
his hknowledge mo action had deen taken by anyone, and that it would be
necessary for the Institute to take an active role as regards Consumer
Product Safety Coomission recall procedures. One pember indicated that
his cogpany was concerned about the possibility of Consumer Product
Safety Cot—ission action and had given serious consideration to the
question of recall procedures., It was suggested that the Institute
woric through the Asbestos Information Association to call this problem
to the Consuoer Product Cafety Cocmission's attention. In response

to a question, the Secretary inmdicated that the Institute has good
lieison with the Asbestos Information 4Associatiom. iir. Comians indicated
that he was not satisfied with the Asbestos Study Committee's handling
of the zecall problem with the Consumer Product Safety Commission. After
additional discussion lir. Comins made a motion as follows:

SESOLVED: That the Friction liaterials Standards Institute
take an active role with the Consumer Product
Safety Commission resarding the position of
friction materials manufacturers as to recall
procedures that could possibly affect asbestos-
contaiping friction mzterials,

The motion was duly seconded. A count of the members indicated that there
were 11 in attendance when this motiom was put on the floor. Six members
voted in favor of this resolution, with two opposed and three asbstaining.
hccording to the lonstituticn and 2y-Laws, the resolution passed with a
majority of those in attesdance voting in favor of the resolution.

dix. Comins indicated concern about non-asbestos bearing friction materials,
and noted that there may be federal funds available fcr a project such

as joint research to develop aon-asbestos friction materials because

of the alleged hazards of asbestos iz the work place and environment.

ilr, Comins suggested that the Institute seek federal funding to establish
such & joint rasearch project. It ves asked if a joint research project

r

5 asbestos from vehicular brakes = ' -
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‘would be legal and feasible. Were there anti-trust implicatioss fropm . S
this type of research? Several members indicated that their companies- prm A
would not coutribute cither directly or indirectly to funding of such - e 12D
joint research’

Reference was made to a proposed New Jersey law whigh scrapped about

a year ago which proposed to dac the manufactureouss,or sale of acy
carcinog2nic gaterial, which inciuded asbestos,//If such a2 statute were
to pass in ome state it could effectively ban asbestos in brake linings
throughout the United States. This proposed New Jersey statute was
abandoned after it was realized that it would just about close down

the manufacturing {ndustry io lew Jersey. Even 4f such a ban vere
feasible, even Dr. Sellkoff has indicated that there are contrels that

can keep asbestos concentrations to nos-harmful levels, Several delegates
icdicated that they were strongly opposed to any kind of joint resesrch

project for the development of a noc-asbestos lining aad this'-s:.‘iject —_— af

/

was thea dropped.:

BRAIE PEDFORIIANCE STUDY COMZITTEE

iz, Nelson, Chairman of the Brake Performance Study Committee prepared
his comzittee's report. iir. Nelson could not attend this meeting and
wr, Jon Cutler of Abex read the report. FPlease refer to Exhibir 7.

The Chzirman's report discussed items such as the Quality Control
Prograz and recent meves in Washington and the courts concerning Federal
tiotor Vehicle Safety Standard 121 (alr brake systems standard). The
Chaircan also discussed Standard 105-75 and contact with Mr. Fred

tedler of the Hational Eighway Traffic Safety Administration concerning
Docket 1-4 (replacement brake shoe and lining assamblyj. He indicated
that this docket was being reactivated and we could expect to hear

nore o it in the near future,

ur. Nelson reviewed nis discussions with iir. Redler concerning projects
that could effect brakes includinz such items as longer life friction
saterials, brake system iaspectibility, and the up~grading of both the
hydraulic and air brake systexs standards. He also discussed AAVY
certification requirements and activities of the Vehicle Lquipument

Safety Commission. He noted that the Institute had been in contact

wvith the Definse Supply Agency concerning the proposed federal brake
lining specification HEL-361Z, and that the Defense Comstruction Supply
Center indicated that the revision E variation of this specificetion
calling for full dyracomecter tests was not satisfactory. They indicated
agrserent with the Institute position about the unworkability of Revision E.
The Defense Construction Supply Center is now working oo a Revision F
wvhich it 4is hoped will include soze of the suggestions that the Institute °
Dade over the past year.

In reading iX. llelson’s report, ilr. Cutler commented oo the Quality
Control Program vhere he asked for some feed-back concerning work of the
Quality Control Sub-comzmittee. It was asked if pesbars had been



