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MINUTES OF ME:

of the

PLAINTIFF’S EXHIBIT

BOARD OF DIRECTORS

Tuasdey June 15, 1982 MAR-111

at ' !
Sawgrass, Ponte Vedra Beach, Flc;tida
DIRECTORS PRESENT
Gordon A. Carrigan, President S. K. Vcnm‘Corponuon

Robert E. Nelson, Vice President Abex Corporation

Priction Products Group
Francis E. Messier Bendix Corporation-

Automotive Aftermarket
Robert J. Anderson Certified Brakes

Lear~Siegler Company
Stuart Comins P?. T. Brake Lining Company
F, W{1l{sm Barton Reddavay Manufacturing Company
John P. Gallagher Thiokol Corporatiom

Friction Division
OTEERS PRESENT
Philip H. Gria, Jr.,Committee Chairman Abex Corporatiom

Priction Products Group
James W. Armstrong, Committee Chatirman Bendix Corporation

Williamw Simon, Treasurer Brassbestos Manufacturing Company
Robert P. Gorman, Counsel Durand, Gorman, Hsher, Imbriaco
& Lynes, Counsellors at Law

Eduard W. Drislane, Secretary Pricticn Materials Standards Institute
' ® ® * A A
Mr. Carrigan, President, called the seeting to order at 8:30 AM, June 15, 1982,
MINUTES OF PREVIOUS MEETING
Hinutas of the Board .of Diractors westings of Juna 16-17, and June 17-18, 1981
had been distriduted. A Director soved that the Secratary di{spense with the
reading af the minutes.
Upoa motion duly made, seconded md. unanimously passed, it was:
RESOLVED: That the minutes of the Board of Directors meetings

of June 16-17,and Juna 17-18, 1981 be accepted as
writtan.
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- Minutes of .the Board of . )
Directors Meeting = June 1.5. 1982
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Mr. Am:zcug. uum of the Health and znvironéén:il A.ffain Comittu.

p:ucntcd th!.s nporl:. Rafer to mn 9. VL. L

o.—-.

Mr. Am:rong no:ed actim tlk:n by éhc Ccmit:u lnd :hu Iutﬂ.tute Officc

sincs etﬂiu ‘teetings. _He-hoted.in. pu-ucnlu' -that concarn-was rising .~ ..

relative to utiglticn in f.he ubut.oo ares; md p:cpon.h f4r Yederal--

Legislation in the Canpmation area, Based on this concern, T the Cami:tn.

wet with representatives of the Asbestos Compensation Coaliticn relative
to its activities, and recommended that a repruent:ativt of this Cuutiou
addreu :he full Me.nbezship at this Meeting. - - _:. - L e,

C. ,..-=.:

He also noted the concern with“landfi11 and vaste dhpoul nquirmn:. At‘

its meeting, this Committee asked that the Board of Dirsctors -spprove a:
Tequest to the Federal EPA on_ approved landfills for fricticn materials

waste, aid. asked_that'the -Board suggest the mesns.for wsking-such a request. .~
Mr, Amtrong revievad .several general-OSHA-and EPA activities.in areas.of
concern ‘to friction materials manufacturers.and noted that:the.Institute had

written NIOSAE for either s £inal report or.a-status of.tha NIOSH.coatract

for "Health Hazards in Brake L:!.ning Repadr and Hxin:m:nu Vcrkcr- Occupl.- L

tionally Expooed -to- Asbeltul. ..._...., It e R R T .,

.'-. .

In discussitn of thi. repot:, thc Chain;an notcd that Hu -!ork Statc o ;.

requires the Material® Safcty Data. Shcet (HSDS) for: mteriu'idmcifiuticz{ S

and cunmmicad.on putpciu. e . L. - T

In rupon.u t:u i quution as to who is the generntor of haznrdom m:c,
Mr. Armstrong noted that.it is the manufacturer who “generates" the waste..
Laws apply to all hazardous waste, and vhile asbestos is not now regulated’
under the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). .1t is regulated=:

-

under the National Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NZ@.AP,S). .1

As asbestos s inert). it is problbly not thc rcal pro‘blm i:n waste sites.:

A D!.rec:ot asked what thc Board of Dirccton cw.ld do 1n the .u'xv'.l‘:o:na::u
area to better support its Members. It was-suggested that pooling of in-..

formatiocn to sssist.in. dtfc.nding against litigation {roo’exposure to- irictic;:
materials’ dust conld ‘be an ares of assistmnce. .It was noted that the Asbest-.

cs Information Association (ATA) had pooled information of this type in its-
general library. Counsel noted that .information-on litigation in this ares
vas available to Attorneys and others through subscription services. .One.
Director suggested that the-best inforpation vas that of a sedical :nature:

which could tie in.or-not tie.in specific disesse aress .(lung cancer, -as--.

bestosis, mothdim) to exposurs to asbestos in. the brake repair .arsi.-
It was stated that thers wers sbout 200 lavsuits cu

all). it vas noted that if information along the- lines -of specific health
€Tfects among brake repair workers vas gatherad, it would be accesaible by
others and could not be held for Members omly.
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- Directors Meeting =8~ June-15, 1982
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In this discussicn, the "nanifestatien" and"ezposurc theories of lisbylicy
vera discussed. . The_manifestation theory held that -the.insurance carrier
at the.time the disease vas knowm should be held liable, while the expos=~

ure theory contended that'the carrier mnxing the manufactirér vhen the - [

worker was exposed should be held lisble.” ‘The long liteacy of™ disesse -
from asbestos exposure would lend support to the exposure theory. This
is an area:of:increased’ ennum.m; .innurmu carriers-and the ndired™

parties. - Current practice.is: ta nabe as many’ defendants as. poui.bl. and ¥ et

to work one party against-the.other (insurance. carrier varsus insurance © --‘j*—
carrier, manufacturer-against’ insuranca.- urricr, :nd mnfactuur vcnul--- .
mznufacturet). R N :-:'.-;-. relollt ol ke chirovrentget
. SR ,"l-........‘ .,: e .._ . .-.-q_‘:

- el re sew

It wvas noted that any experienced Counnul mvolvcd 1n nbutoo litigatiou

or in litigation in the brake repair arsa, could gather,results and deciaians
in this area by reference-to:normal legal publications availible 1: ‘these - -

areas. There would be no problea in gsthering specific :Lnfomdcu in’

the brake. lining litigation ares:. :It wvas noted- that the vast majority -

of asbestos: lawsuits:do-mot -involve brake lining,  and those that do pri-

marily .concern :hc-bnke-repdr_:hap.. Mr.. Amtrong notcd that Hr. Pullen’

of the Asbestes. Compensation .Coalition .would address. scme-of thuc utten - "

in his ptesentntian to the: Hntctship. ."- . AmlE o pnadn

- . . pomne o e
. P tem ™ e .. ol n
B RS IE A0 Rl R A I . - eThT. &e

A Director sugguted cmidarntion of :he Camittu 's recommendaticas din”
the landfill or waste disposal area. Should the Institute start a d:ulo; .
with Federzl and/or.State Regulatory:authorities to.dmlop dviformation on °

approved waste disposal sites?: Where doss a manufscturer now disposé of - .

friction materials waste?! It was suggested that the Institute start asking’
questions on the Federal level. A Member stated that existing landfill

availability was not now.a problem. The probhn wés that vhen thesé land-° '

fills are £illed, whcra can frictiom u:etiah mufactutct- disposc -of’
their vlstc? . N

The Imdﬁn problen.‘larsely is a timing problem. As pru:nt hndﬁ].h'
are £filling up, the problem will:be two or three years down the road when-
these sites are filled. It was suggested that the Institute initiace a
dialog with the Federal ZPA to seek landfill sites for friction materials

waste. It was stated that thers is a question ¢f FPederal or-State -con:rol =

of landfills, and that the Instituts should be seeking informatiomien~ ":--°
currently availsble' sites. for.hazardous vaste disposdl -within: particular -,
states. It was restatad tthat the question is not thro :‘bo -sites are nw.
but where vill :hey bc in m:or ':hru ytm. . et e -

- S B B L LY

It vas suuutcd :ha: ﬂu Co:nittn dnft a lc:tcr ~for Mezbers to ‘send

to their suppliers which would:provide guidc]inu -on" seeking of -u:nbli-h—

ing landfil]l sites for their naterials.  The Dirsctors “askad that ‘‘the
Commitree prepare such a letter. Further; it .was -suggestad ‘that -other
associaticns be contacted to get background on othcr 1ndu-tx-1u l.nd :hc.ir
problan and: solu:iunl for vaste dixpocal. - T

:T- o e
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Dincton_m;ing . _-‘_'_9" June. 15, 1982.

In addition, legal Counsel was.asked to vrite the Stntn involved fot
information- en..zvaihbility of .1andfi11 sites for. dinpcnl of, friction.
materiais vaste, .He vas also’ asked to contact :hc chcul chulltoty
authorities for infomﬂ.an of a uﬂlu' nlturc.,

Wi :r:-.l-.... LTS AR PR

It vas asked-1f the. Iur.i.tutc should take an active roll in support,of a.
Federal Compensation Act for vorkers exposed to asbestos.  Should ‘the o
Institute tie. in with. either the Asbestos. Infomt:l.cn Mlociation or the
Asbestos Caqumadcu Cua.ution 1n ddeect”. lupport of thlir cbjectives?
Should these organizations be supported individually or should they be
supported by the Institute? . It was. suggested that any activities relating
to asbestos compensation be deferred until after the presentation by the
Asbestos Coupensation Coslition to, the Mezbership. .After that presentation,
t.he newly elected Board of Directors could take acdcn they fod. apptopriate
as regards the Asbestos Compensation Coalitioch. "~~~

Upen mo:io:é"aul'y"' ézlac.‘ nconded' and mminousiy punda 1'1‘: vas:
--:---i

RESOLVED:. “To. accapt “the, rcport of the Bulth and | . L
DO Enviranmtd Affairs Ccnm:ittu as’ vrittcn. oLt

‘. PETISE

Upcn furthet discuuicu, it wu “hoted that thh Comd:tu h:'a mde -iguificant

PR e

efforts on behalf of tho Institutc over tho put yelt."_ e eeese 4

2'"‘ u!-" Nt et e

'RESOLVED! * To ‘eipress a' -pcdal \;otc of Tharks to the - '_, wey
Comuittee for its.efforts in the health and-.
. i eovirconental areas ca behalf of.the.Institute., .. .

: _ ANNUAL !-mz'rmc COMMITTEE Reporr ~ 7 s

Mr. John M. Hoorc 1s Chainun of the Amnual Heeting Camit:u. Mr. Drislane
delivered Mr. P!ootc 8 .report. . acfer to EXHIBII 13, . .

In smry, Hr. Hoote nccmndcd thl: thc Institute return to Sawgrass in
1983, in coatinusnce ‘of tha Institute's ‘policy of attendisg the same site
for two years 1if the. first ysar is u:ia!nctory. .For "1984, Mr., Moors
recoumended LaCosta, in .Carlsbad, California. in ‘the San Diego aresa. As
back-ups, his c«:-uttec reccmnded "Séndpiper-Bay and Grenelefe, both 4n
Flotida. - e R "

. PIST DA S oot - o :- . De enst
? P A A ] A e 3N ' MR A TN .x,__,ﬁ1 T LTy

A Ditector ltltld :hnt anc nj or 'di!f.iculty vi:b 'Scugms ‘and “that typc Tesort
vas that the’ )uﬁmhip vas ‘spread out all over the devclopmnt, and a “cne
front door™ arrangesent like the Homestead is preferable to this villa/' -
condomdniwm arrangement. It wvas stated that LaCosta was that type arrangement,
It was recomsended that if the Institute returns to Sssgrass -in 1983 that it
attempt to get the villas together. It was’ suggested ‘that-1f this report:

vere to be accepted as vritten, the Institute would amend this-to addi (1)
Sawgrass would be asked to. reserve villas closer .together for: the Institute's
1983 meeting: (2) Alternate sites in Florida——Sandpiper Biy and Grenelefe--
be rejected.
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Bor (a1 2) -

The rePOR by thc Fee I-‘omuh cOmd.ttu had been read earlier at this Hee:ins.
The subject had been tabled pending certain subsequeat reports, and particularly
that of the Bcalth md Enpvironnental Affnin Catmlttu qbd.mn.

Mr, Con:(nl ptopoud :ha: thc fees be mcrened to. fund cuntinun: expmes
such as those for consulting in the health and eavircomental areas. - 0f.*
particular concern vould be assistance in the waste disposal sress. This
increased fee formuls would be established to intentionally provide a Reserve
to deal with industry's problems in the asbestos, health and’ environmental
areas, including, but not limited to areas of waste disposal. An increase in
the basic fee for Active Members froa- $1,150 to $1,300 was recoumended, with
no additional increase in the category assessment, Fee incresses of similar
amounts were suggested for other cluaifications. ana~'the follwing fees.
vere suggested for 1982-83: . ~ :

Active Mezbers and Regional Members... .. --4, -
with Active Heni:er riyu:s Basic Fee: $1,300 (Was §1,150)
1 .7 .7 _ _Category Charge: $700 (No Change)
Regiconal Mesbers. (Individual Regicnals ..
without Active Member' rights ) .. ree. $1 600 (Vu 51.450)

Regional Members ~(As§6d,._atioqb R Feu $2.600 (Vu $2 400)
Licensees . - T T I-‘ee. $600." (Was . ssso)

Upon motion duly mde. leconded and pused with li!‘ f)irectou io favor -:

and one cpposed, it was: T

RESOLVED: ‘To ndopt the followin; fae fomula for
. 1982-83: Active Merbers and Regionals .
wvith Active Member rights: Basic Fee_ $1,300; .
- Category. Fee $700; Regional Mexber (Regular): . .
Fee $1,600; Ragional Mezber (Association): :
Fee $2,600; Licensee: Fee: $600. . .

* ok Kk kR

e

There being no ndditicnal'busin'eu brought to the attention of the Board of
Directors, upon motion duly made, seconded and unanimously passed,. it vas:

RESOLVED: To adj ourn

Adjourned at 12:25e4 E. W. Drislane
Secretary
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