——

oo i - o '-i tal . ’ r
"FRICTION LATELRIALS STANDARDS IWSTITUTE, INC., E~210 ROUTE #4, PARAIUS, N.J. 07652

' \THUTES OF THE ifmETING = - % "/ 4 -
Ll efthe T L -
N R A ST SRR E e AP L Csjgg?//ﬁ’yf }
el vusi ASBESTOS STUDY COMMITTEE. . ; RPN Co
ARSI ST S S L Lo hTmel .“ﬁ »-J
‘ Thursday, August 3, 1978 at 9 30 A.ﬂ,.f:.."
Institute Office,.E—Zlo Route 4 Paramns, N J.ﬁ R
LGTHEERS PIESE}W - -_ P .. fayn
H. Vagner, Chairman w o~ . Carlisle Corporatiqn g S
G. fiichblson ;' .o - ..y . . .. . Abex Corporation’ . .. " ""é‘}ﬂ.’é'f? ° 1
D. E. Stone: ... t.- ¢ . - s .. Bendix Corporatiom .. - T Hz : :
J. ¥. Armstrcn° PRI U Bendix Corporaticn e L ‘*'C) C%B( ;
J. Dunderdale" A Lear—Siegler, Inc.; e
I. H. Weaver Raybestos=-ilanhattan, Tnes o )
OTHERS PRESEWT . S S A SRR SRR S S
R. P. Gorman, A;torne?'h — 11'57 ;ﬁ“}Gorman & Cole . e _ -
E. W. Drislane, Secretary - ';.Fricticn liaterials, Standards Institute”'_'
The meet;ng was called to order by ilr, wagner, Chairman, at ?:SQ'A;E.'f?;i
VTHUTES OF PREVIOUS 1EETING . :
The minutes of the-meeting hell January .19, 1978 had been distributed. These
minttes were- reviewed by the Secretary and a motion for their acceptance was :
made. . ”-’ e e e ;
Upon motion duly made, seconded ‘and unanimously passed it was; fJ
REuOEVED' .To accept the minutes of the January 19 1978 :
meetinn as written.
' . e - . DRI o !
. . Taean N - cd ) e e : - P

: :3' *»E“.SI;IP OF. CO.‘L‘QITTEL

The Secretary’ advised that .k. G, Nicholsoq was replacing I"'r. ' B. J. Iwarsson
from Abex Corporation on the Committee, Other than -this change, the Committee .
tiembershis remains the same as-in the psst fiscal year. In addition to uembers
of tiue Coumlttee, :Ir. Jim Rels of Joins- Manville has been .invited to gerve as.

gn associate of the Committee. At this August.3, 1578 meeting lir. Dunderdale
and ir. Weaver vere not present. .iir..Weaver.called on August 2,.1978 to advise
that he could not attend because of a last minute scheduling problem at his home
plant. In the meanwhile, he had phoned the Secretary to suggest several

changes to the worx practices bocklet. . He.had asked .that these.suggested chanpes -
be comsidered at this meeting. . .. . _—

-
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VOTK Pl-‘.z‘aCTICES BOOKLET,
ir, Uagner, Chairman of the Committee and Chairman of the Task Force that worked
on the worl:i practices booklet explained to the Cozmittee the 23301 r2250n for’
this meeting. He apologized to the Committee for the Task Force's attempt to
complete the work practices booklet yithout having final Committee approval
. before beinp sent to the Board of Dlrectors. The Secretary read from the minutes
of the Board of Directors meeting, which® was held on “June. 27,71978, concerning
the work practices booklet. At the Doard meeting, the. Directors reviewed the
text of the supgested work practices- bookIét which had been completed by the Task
Force. The Directors asked several questions concerning the booklet including
such items ag the disclaimer at the front of the booklet and they questioned
whether the disclaimer was strong enough. A Director had also criticized the: .. ..
Appendix where the FiSI was listed as a source for information concerning items
such as the OSHA regulations, EPA regulation, etc, There were some-items in the : - -
text with which the Directors did mot ‘agree. At the Board meeting it was asked
if the Committee had reviewed this tork after the Task Force had completed ‘the
write-up. The Secretary indicated that the Task Force did not submit it to the .. -
Committee because of the lengthy time it had taken to get it into the form showm.
The Board of Directors then resolved to have this booklet submitted to the full _ _
Asbestos Study Committee for their recommendations. When the Committee has A
finished reviewing the oooklet they were~to re~submit it to the Board of-~'*”ri~>~ -
Directors, : T

In order to reviev the booklet text, the Secretary read from comments he:had 't = -

received from .ir. Weaver. ur, Weaver suggested that the art work should be
improved. There was an ihdication-that this might be possible based od the °

' covering letter Tecelved from iIr, Cooper of ‘Johns-lanville. “IF: Armstrong crit--

- icized the illustration showing the mechanic blowing dust from a set of brakes.

He felt thnat there should be something to indicate that the mechanic was using

eye protection during this operation. Another question concerned the respirator

illustrated towards the end of the booklet. It was stated that it would be

‘better 1f this respirator had "a proved stamped .on:it. .A member indicated that

this was not a widely used resplrator and that it would be preferable if the

illustration showed a worker'with the respirator most commonly used in this- - «‘3

environment. A member stated that' the most'widely used approved respirator for

this use would be the 31i~8710 disposable respirator. The Secretary asked £

anyone had illustrations of the 3i1i-8710, respirator that could be used to show

the artist., If not avallable, the Secretary stated that he would write 3il to-

request such an illustration. It was a"reed that 1f the booklet were published

that this illustration would be changed to* ehow the 3u~8710 ‘resplrator.

.ir, Weaver had suggested a different title for the booklet. The title shown on
the Task Force's booklet was "Friction ilaterials Tandling ilethods," 1lir. Weaver
suggested ''Recommended Work Practices for Asbestos Friction ilaterials During
Brake and Clutch Servicing.” iir. Weaver nad indicated that the "Asbestos
‘Friction ilaterials™ part of this title could be shown in bolder type with the
other words -in smaller type. This suggested title was considered too long by
the Committee members. It was gtated-that an Institute booklet should be- -generic
‘or general in items and should ‘mot be tied specifically to asbestos. - There are
other elements in the dust that should be controlled. Perhaps the precautions
suggested would apply to dust from-other materials as well .as asbestos dust.
Concern was expressed that-other-fibérs’ may -create problems similar to those ex-
perienced with- asbestos. It ~vas suggested that in addition to being too leng,

the suggested title was too specific.>-A member- suggested that the appfopriate .
title could be "Friction aterlals Work Practices ethods." "It was suggested
that this was iInappropilate and that this booklet should -serve primarily as a

guide. It was then suggested that the title be "Friction llaterials Work .
Practices Guide."
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Because of’ the ndny decisions to be made at this meeting it was decined that.
resolutions would not be necessary for .every editing change to the booklet, but
that changes ‘would be indicated when members approven certain wordin At this
point, the Cormittee iiembers. approved the vording "Friction uaterials Work 2:
Practices’ Guide' as the title for the booklet.: In, addition, .1t was suggested ,
that ‘“Priction iiaterials Standards:Institute;. Inc." be.shown.din. _smaller type at’ -
tue bottom of the front cover. A .suggestion was- made that “Elml“ be- inserted =
The Secretary noted. ‘that 4n: the .copy from Johns-danville .that "Friction naterials .
Standards Institute". had been put at the top of the front cover but it did not, .
show in the stencilled copies made for the Committee,Members.. This. "Friction T e
.iaterials Standards Institute" should be dropped to the bottom of the fromt
cover. At a latef :point in the meeting it was stated that the month and year .
of publication should also be shown on the front cover. . It was suggested that -
the month and year of publication be shown at the . top of the front cover.

..

r. Weaver had reiterated that Raybestos~}anhattan did not agree with the dia-‘”
claimer shown in the third paragrapk under the Introduction. The Aembers read
this disclaimer wording and agreed that it was apprqpriate as written. One .
_lember indicated that his company would.not proceed with distribution of the A
boollet without a disclaimer apnroved by. Counsel.—.The hembers accepted the word-
ing as shown in .the text... . .~ . v -~ S o nwre -

- Wi ’..I

At the bottom of this "first page under "Asbestos .and Frictlon laterials” it wes
suggested that the words "Proper -Work Practices....” be underlined. This’ wvas ,
to: emphasize this point. .Counsel stated that if this sentence was underlined he
would insist that the disclaimer language, be underlined Counsel gtated that 'it’
would be inappropriate 1f other wording wes empnasized.more than the dieclaimer. .
It was’ decided not to.underline this wording. ewcowlmonon ' :'__“;“T

s

On the page sumnarizincv the OSHA Aebestos Standard WEaver had suggested that
the summary be moved to the rear of the booklet along with the reference sources
for additional information, suci as the Asbestos Information ‘Association,
Friction .iaterials “Standards Institute ox the users' friction materials supplier.
4 member suggested that the blanP area over the. summary of the OSHA Asbestos .
"Standard have a prominent !WHY." In essence, the "WHY" is questioning the 11lus-
-tration telling a mechanic not, to use. an ;alr hose, and the OSHA Asbestos Standard
is the answer. It was stated that. use of this. space. on. this page would help
emphasize the importance of these procedures.. The ilembers agreed that the sum-
mary of the OSFA Asbestos Standard should stay where oriOinally set and that
"WLY" should be placed in large letters over the text.
A question was raised about the use of the word “ceilinv concentrations., "This
wording was used in the OSEA Standard. It was suggested that a user in’ a brake
shop migat misunderstand the term "ceiling." One might think that measurements .
are to be.made gt the ceiling in the vorhplace rather than in the imediate work- "
place area. It was felt that this “ceiling" usage could be confusing to the.
"uninitiated. It was suggested that a word such'as "maximum" or ''pealk’ _be added.
The word 'maximum” could also be confusing and it vas‘suggested that the word
peak' be shown in parenthesis following the word “ceiling" for the exposure
limits. There were additional corments made concerning the “two fibers" and’ ‘the"
punctuation that appeared after it, By reference to the OSHA Standard as written,
the wording was left as shown. In a further, reading, the wording “All external
surfaces, machinery and equipment must be maintained free of asbestos fiber '
accumulation was reviewed. :Reference is not made to machinery and equipment in
the OSHA text. Those.words were therefore removed. - At the bottom of this page’
' reference to the Appendix was removed,. because the. Appendix was to be dropped in
favor of new wording.

PR S
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iir. Weaver had suggested rewording of the caption over the illustration of a

worker vacuuming~a brake drum.® Tie had suggested that the words "brake assemblies”
replace the word “brakes." ~liembers-felt that" ‘tlils applied to clutch housings as.....
well as to brake. assemblies -and that the wording brakes!' should be.dropped, . :: rﬁ:;
ifter discussion;- the™ jembérs agreed that' the wording would read as-follows:.!'Use.- -
vacuum or ‘wet methods Eor- clean:.ng.P -iir:"Weaver had made-suggestions for :comsid-.. =-.
erable’ rewording under‘the‘headlng “Handling: New Friction Materials:" Suggestionms.. -
were made for“a rather complete re¥ision of the ‘second paragraph:-.His suggestions...
wvere accepted, except ‘that’ in the "last:gentence” the’iembers wistied to:change the- :HS_
suggested vording to- MThis may: “kéep -dudt 1levels below OSHA' maximums: and.eliminste.--t
the need for resPiratory protections..."-: ot rol ~Hett gnleon calliapnit e

- e...-..' -

ou 20 ey Begueal uo Siraot nIc sRZeeT sia_oral clsie
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~In the next section iir. Veaver's’ suggestions were considered.and changes were e
made to both the'text and the suggestions. ©In particular, the lakt sentences were -
changed to read as follows: "Heat and abrasion during normal use may generate::

dust containing asbestos. Some dust will accumulate in brake and clutch

assemblies." The iembers® felt that ‘it-was not necessary to indicate  “drum" brake .-
or "dry" clutch assemblies. ~Other suggestions in this sectlon-by.lir. Weaver were .
accepted. ' e indicated that'dust '‘can" be removed. Another suggestion accepted : ...
was to separate‘the paraoraphs in the next section, ' The:other:was to remove the ..
words Yalr purifying' before’ resoirator.- Under Machining Friction daterials, ﬂr. -
Weaver's suagestion to remove the words "or press brake" was..accepted.. et

Per Nr. Ueaver g suggestion, the "Dust’‘Collection'ifethdds ' heading -should -be -all: .
caps. . At the end ‘of the second paragraph: under this *section *below permissible'*';z
levels" was changed to ‘within permissible “levels.” | The entire mext paragraph ‘was -
removed. It was felf inappropriate that 'the Institute recommend. adapting - ﬁ:v
modifying other peoples' equipment.-:In ordeér to gét this message in the text it .
was suggested that the HIOSH recommendations that a hose-of a high -efficiency -
industrial vacuum be attached to the arcing machine exhaust be worded exactly as
NIOSH had worded it. In this fashion, ‘this will be a NIOSH recommendation. . In
addition, the reference to tne Appendix was removed

-——— D Y

: P ~ Do ey
There ‘the ‘entrance warning sign i3 -shown in all capital letters, Counsel indicated .
that this applies more’ empﬁasis ‘to the-sign than*the disclaimer wording. .-It was.. -
auggested that either the disclaimer wording be put din caps,:or that this 1ettering
be put in the same type size-and style“as- that used’ in the-remainder of.the -text:-

It was declded that“the asbestos 'dust warning sipn’ for the entrance be set in the o
Same type size as used in the balance of the‘text. cro. L. mnmrvae

- wd e ! st . 'y -

uir, Weaver had suggested that the words "multiplé’ stage high: efficiency filters

be used in the wording at the top of this final page. This suggested wording
appeared appropriate and was accepted by ‘the Committee.- Reference to the Appendix
vas eliminated. The one sentence which had: the smoking, washing and showering ':
referred to was changed to three scparate sentences: Do not smoke.™. ."Wash before -
eating." “'Shower after work." The last part of the paragraph concerned the laun-
dering of asbestos—exposed clothing by an industrial laundry.. It was.pointed.out
that some shops usé disposabie clothing. ‘It was felt that wording. for this section
is Sensitilve and that wording diréctly from the OSHA Standard be used concerning

the laundering of asbestos contaminatEd clothing. Lhe wording from the standard
was used as the final eentence. . el

In the fipal two paragraphs of the booklet, extensive changes had been suggested.
lir. Weaver suggested that the last sentence in the first paragraph be eliminated.
The wording was changed subsStantially.but it was not .eliminated. There was.a .
sugvestion that din the final paragraph, that the words "réquirements of .applicable
laws” be changed to "in accordance with applicable regulations." This wording
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was changed completely. Part of ‘the wording was adopted as sungested and the
final paragraph wvas’ mede to read as follovs* o - :

il . b vt e T . . . .
[ .. s y . -

Asbestos~containin~ waste materials must ‘be collected, processed :

packaged, transported and deposited in such*a fashion:that no: Tisioren
visible emissions are generated to the atmospheré.:- All- vastes-~ tl SunIEe e
nust be disposed of at’ sites operated in accordance with applicable vt EnE
lavs and regulations. - :

L L

LI S ot LRusd LaTode RTHEE P % B T
T3l '13-"-1-5 :C"J‘...ulx.;v":ur or Vel o REN N sored i
While this had been noted earlier the words air purifying" before respirator =
were to be removed wherever shown in the ‘text. ‘The ‘Committeé Teconsidered the-:

suggestion that the summary of ‘the” OSHA Asbestos Stendard. “be’ moved to -the’ rear’*’ -

-

l""\ L!

' i

of book. Towever, it vas decided that i Was appropriate ‘to leave this.laftexr.:..i~: 7 )
the Introduction page with emPhasis on 'WHY" over the text. Ceow o nlntfwagoey! U
. . i :m,,t'

As regards the suggestions by :r. Cooper of Johnsé”anville, it wag felt that.the’
text should be on one color paper. Rather than debate this it was suggested that
the color be a light. blue, with black printing thereon. It might be possible.to
congider a second color for the illustrations, but it was suggested that-ifia :::.7
second color is considered, that -cost .be a- governing factory 1Ifs Cooper had - -.
indicated that .as “fdr as the basic paper cost wsSLconcerned a color would'not .7 :
cost that much more than white.' _If the Diréctors céricur ‘in proceeding with o=
publication of this booklet, it was' suggested that decisions as regards' the-use.

of e second color would be left to the discretion of the Committee Chairman

working with the Institute's Secretary. This was decided to expedite:the booklet- -.
and to prevent the selection of colors from becominw an obstscle to completing

this task. , " RN I PR P R TR N S

Hr. Cooper's recommendation that ‘the Institute have" the illustrations in the
booklet made into posters was considered. It was felt ‘that this could be a
worthwhile suggestion but that it is more important to have the booklet approved
by the Board of Directors than it is to resolve a question concerning posters.
It was suggested that if ‘the Board of Directors concur in proceeding with the
booklet that. the Asbestos Study Committee wiil'then:consider'tbe suggestion on
posters., ° C .

Upon motion duly'nade;.seconded?snd unanimouély passed, it was: ) ,’,6‘ I R
RESOLVED: | Thstvthe Committee-recommends;pnblication P R E
' , of the "Friction ifaterials Works Practices - B T
Guide” with the revisions ‘adopted by the: N Tl
‘Committee at this August 3,°71978: meeting.-~

It was suggested that the’ Secretary prepare a double spaced draft. of the text as,
approved.by the Committee for submissién to the Board of Directors. . The Secretary'
indicated that he did not know whether -the Board of Directors would call a meeting

or would handle this by mail ballot but that -he would discuss this vith the
President of the Institute. .

' CONSULEL PR ODUCT SAFETY CUuJISSION

The Secretary reviewed the resolution passed at the ﬁembership Jeeting on June 29
19738. ‘Thls resolution had been introduced by iir. sdrian Comins and psssed the
rembers ilp by a vote of 6 in favor, 2 opposed, with 3 abstaining. The resolution
was "That the rriction tlaterials Standards Institute taske an active role with the
Consumer Product Safety Commission regarding the  position of friction materials:

nenufacturers &s to recall procedures that could possibly dffect asbestos— .
canteining friction materials.™ ST
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In discussing implementation of this resolution with Counsel and the President
after return from the Annual Meeting, it was suggested that this be subnmitted * -
to the Asbestos Study Committee for its consideration. Coples.of the resolution
and its background; were. sent .to. Asbestos Study Committee Members prior to this
nmeeting. In addition,: c0pies of the Kearney report for the Consumer Product-
Safety Commission on the uses.. of agbestos in consumer products was’ alsd'”i'*'
distributed to the Merbers. Legal Counsel advised that’ the Consumer Product
Safety Commlssion had no jurisdiction, under either the Federal Hazardous ~+

" Substances Act (brake.linings.not.being a "banned ‘hazardous substance" as

"

defined there) or the Consumer Product Safety Act, to ‘recall brake 1inings._ owas
"Motor vehicle equipment" expressly is not a "congumer ‘product under the’ “';?' "I
Consumer Product Safety Act, and specifically is governed by the’ Department"*‘“'- ?-
of Transportation under the Wational Motor Vehicle Safety Standards’ Act of "“ft 24

. r.f.'.

1966. Coples of a letter by Legal Counsel on this matter had been distributed -
to Committee Members. .. ‘-, e

v T T e el - :
R A R T _
.

The Chairman had studied this resolution and based ‘on ‘the. remarks in Counsel' SR
letter and the Kearmey. report, he drafted the following.' "Based ‘upon the R
Kearney report to CPSC which. excludes brakes and ¢lutchés from; .the Commission e
jurisdiction, - and advice from Institute 8 Counsel opinion that we.are rather C
governed by -the Motor:- .Vehicle Safety Standards Act, we do not’ recommend .any.

lllll B SR {re, - Ve O B
- ._.. N et T BT S S N R SR |

Upon motion du1§ made, seconded and unanimously passed it was,'“yzlf‘" L

RESOLVED: That the Asbestos Study Committee fecommends ‘that -
the Institute not make representations to the
- Consumer- Product Safety Commission concerning
possible recalls of aabestos-bearing friction”
materials, .

NATIONAL HIGHWAY TRAFFIC SAFETY ADMINISTRATION *** - -

The Secretary clrculated a memo concerning the National Highway Traffic Safety
Administration and an inquiry.they had made concerning non-asbestos friction
materials. This inquiry had been made by a Mr. Manny Loremco of NHTSA during’
the Secretary's absence after the Annual Meeting. Miss Collins had received

this call from NHTSA and talked with the Secretary who tried to answer some

of the questions concerning non-asbestos’ friction materials., While the

subject of the memo concerned an-inquiry as.to the types of non-asbestos friction
materials and the costs thereof, the Secretary indicated that he was concerned
about the fact that the question had been raised by WHTSA. Perhaps this

question may have been asked with the idea of .a possible banning of asbestos- °
bearing friction materials by the Department ‘of Transportation. It was asked
if anyone else had information on this particular item. It was suggested b
that this could be simply a random question prompted by some inquiry made o

of the NHISA. v

It was stated that some Europeans, notably the Swedes, have considered the
idea of banning asbestos products. However, this has not been taken too
seriously to date. There has been no word from anyone else in the Membership
concerning NHISA -activity relative to asbestos free fricticn materials. It
was suggested that Committee Members monitor any inquirles in’ this area.

The Secretary indicated that-he would probably be going to Washington

in Septémber and could mzke inquiry of NHTSA at that time. It was

suggested that there would be no purpose in such an inquiry unless
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there were more information concerning the Dcpartrent of Transportation s

{interest in this area. :One Member suggésted that {if NHTSA did ‘have such a

question under study that the Asbestos Information. Assoclation,would have .picked _

up this information by now. Counsel suggested that.a search. could be made on .laws .
and regulations concerning’ recalls of automotive equipment .under, the ‘liotor Vehcile . .
Safety and Standards Act. ® “If a search on.this’subject and a- repbrt to the - . - -
Directors was desired it could Be dones " The Secretary +dndicatéd.that _he.would. ask—.-
the Board of Directors concernin° whether a“search.and report: concerning DOT re— T

call procedures shoild be made,” "&fie mul Fand Ldrameul syl L seosun n&“‘ﬂ‘{v

R L e

[
&

OSHA GEHNERIC STANDARD

The OSHA Generic Standard in essence would classify various materials as to whether
they are known carcinogenlc, carcinogenic suspects or other. 1Im the case of

' asbestos, it would‘be a Type I or a known carcinogen. .In this-case, according to .

the OSEA Ceneric Standards, the.concentrations of asbestos in the workplace must . .
be held to the lowest feasible level. It has not been decided at this time whether '
this OSHA Ceneric Standard would replace the Asbestos Standard nmow in'places -
Hearings nave been held in Washington over the past several months concerning this
Generic Standard but it will be sometime before additional rulemaking is made. ... - .

INSTITUTE SPOLSORSHIP OF ASBESTOS SEMINAR

The Institute sponsored an fisbestos Seminar in December 1975 at which several
parties made presentations. One of the highlights was the talk by ilr. Byung Kwon
of the Occupaticnal Safety and Eealth Administration. It was been suggested and
recommended oy the President that the Institute consider sponsoring another
seminar. At the January 1978 Committee meéting it was voted that the Committee
did »ut feel it appropriate to have a seminar until such time as the work practices
booklet had been completed. It might be appropriate if the work practices booklet
is finished and ready for distribution that a seminar be coupled with its initial
distribution. The Committee felt that this condition has not changed and that
until such tinme that there is a booklet to distribute that there would be no
purpose in holding a seminar.

The Secretary advised that om August 2, 1978 Dr., ¥illiam Micholson of liount Sinail
had come to the Office to talk with iir. Vagner and the Secretary. Questions by
Dr. iicholson concerned the forms in which asbestos—bearing brake linings had been
used over the past many years. He was looking for information as to when molded
linings replaced woven linings, and when bonded undrilled linings came onto the
marketplace. He was also concerned with the amount of work done in brake shops,
and vhether they cut, driil and otherwlse machine friction materials or whether
they just install an assembly. Ilr. Wagner and the Secretary had as best they
could filled Dr. Nicholson in oa this type information at this informal meeting,
Before Dr. Hicholson departed, the Secretary asked whether he or others at Mount
Sinal would be willing to address a seminar if the Instditute were to spomsor such
an affair. The Secretary indicated that Dr. Nichclson stated that he would be
happy to accept such an invitation. It was suggested that if a seminar is held,
consideration be given to inviting either Dr. Nicholson or someone from MHount
Sinal for a presentationm.
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. AJERTCAN TR WCKING ASSOCIE.TION PROGRAL'

The Secretary" advised that he had received an invitation from the. American Trucxing
Association to circulate a promotion for ATA courses on the handling of hazatdous I
wastes.  The “hazardous wastes” referred to were primarily nuclear and chemiecal,; ™
but it is possible that asbestos waste may have been considered. It has’ generally
been the policy that 'the .Institute will not-send out mailing lists to those ™'
requesting, because .of the .over abundance. of mail received by ilembers from. K
unsolicited sources. It was suggested that the Institute continue this nractice'

and no mailing be made of the ATA program, ="

‘:..: ._:-".

There being no other business brought to the attention of the Committee,"'

Upon motion dulj made, seconded. and unanimously passed,. it was; . _.q" .. -
BRI SURSUS S TUORC TR e B Y 0¢ - I Do . N -"“- ; -
RaaOLVED. : To Adjourn LTS LaboLmnlew BIpg ;;~“~,; -
TooLrImm o Iemes o S wnt o gme s i e na
Adjourned. 2 20 P.ul :7- J,x S Y S

E. W. Drislane it
.Secretary

- .
sellas s

CEATT

~




