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ASBZSTOS STUDY CO.IITTTZ REPORT oL

vz, B, 2. Uagner of Carlisle Corporation, Chairman of the Asbestos
Study Committee ppepared this report. Io ilr. Yagoer's abseace the
Secretary read the report. FPlease refer to Exnibit 5.

{r. Wagner reported om work that 2 Task Force from the Cormittee hed
completed on preparation cf & woTk practices booklet concerzing the
hancling of asbestos~containing fricton materials. Considerable progress
had bees made in the preperaticn of this booklet but {t was noted thar at
the Board of Directors meeting on June 17, 1978 that the Board directed
that the Task Force subpit this booklet te the Asbestos Study Committee
who would then zaks reco=mendations to the 3card of Directors.

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

ITSOLVED: To accept the report of the isbastos Study
Cormictee as writren.

iir. Adrian Comins asked that the Institute consider the question of a
possible recall of ssbestos-bearing fricticn materials if such action
were taken by the Coasumear Product Safety Cormission. ilr, Comins was
concerped writh the recall provisions of the Federal Hazardous Substances
sct wnick che Consumer Product Safety Commiss{cn adninisters. I1f asbestos-
bearing friction zateriazls ware to bde recalled under the Federal
Bazardous Sudbstaaces Act, nanufacturers would have to refund not omly
their discributors or rebuilders for the mmmufacturers’ selling price
buz would have to pay shipping ad packins costs of all those further
dovn the line in the distribution pemirork. He indicated that this
was the bill that manufacturers would pick up for the Iris recall. Hs
indicated that this could be # substantial cost should asbestos-baaring
fricticn materials be recalled under the Tederal Hazardous Substances
Act. A questiod was raised as to whether product liadility izsurance
would cover the costs of &y such recall, It was not kaown vhether
this insurance would cover tais type of recalil. One menmber indicated
that he didn't balieve that there could be such a recall by the Consumer
Product Safety Commission becsuse he questionad whether the Consumer
Froduct Safety Cormission had jurisdiction over asbestos-bearing brake
lizin33. Discussion on the Consumaer Product Safety Commission problem
rras exlarged to isclude other Tederal regulatory agencies including
CSEL, LPA, ete. It was indicated that eves if g governnest recall
could not be supported by a rational review of scilentific data, that
in the existing environment, with pressures from enviroomentalists fhe
_____gggia ¢ some ragulators, that a rTecall is still a possibility. /)
lir, Cirrigan indicated that berylliuc usexs have scientific data wvhich
would indicate that cartain sactiong of the OSHUA beryllium standards are
ucsupportable, but that regulations have cevertheless bees adopted.
lir. Harris noted that thc Asbestos Inforzation Association has given
outstanding service to manufacturers with valuable legal and medical
information coccerniny the asbestos problem. Hs particularly suggested
that friczion materials manufacturers who are not nexbers consider
supporting and joining tus Asbestos Informatiom Associaticn. The
study that Or. Jacko of Bendix had run for the Esvironmental Protecticn
Agescy was dicussed. In that paper Dr. Jacko attespted to quantify the
anount of asbestos exissicns into the atmosphere from brakes and clutches.
That paper provided data that supportad the view that the general public
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