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SUMMARY OF MEETING:

Mr. Stadnik (CPSC) opened the meeting with the introduction of the agenda. Part of
the meeting was open to the public, and part was closed to the public because of the propri-
etary information being presented by UL about the performance of certain design products.
The open session discussion centered on the summary of UL’s standards development process
(attached), the correspondence between CPSC and UL on the requirements for halogen
torchiere luminaries, and the CPSC status report on the retrofit guard.

CPSC staff presented an overview of halogen torchiere luminary tests conducted by
CPSC in FY97, as well as a review of incident data, and an analysis of incidents which
supported the development of recommendations to UL for upgrading UL 153,

Mr. Beyreis (UL) then led the discussion of UL’s pending proposed requirements for
halogen torchiere luminaires. The following major items were discussed:

- Guards:

. A torchiere style floor lamp with a guard over the lamp compartment is to
comply with the Tungsten-Halogen Torchiere Abnormal Test.
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. A torchiere® style floor {amp with 2 guard over the 1amp compartment is 10
comply with the Tipover Force Test 1O confirm that the guard remains intact.
. A guard ghall not permit 2 2-inch (SO—mm) diametet spher'rcal probe 1© pene-
trate peyond the hemispherical dimension any opening in the guard and shall
not perrnit a 35 mm wide, 10-mm thick flat plate probe 10 penetrate yertically

in any orientation and contact the bulb glass containmen parret
. The guar shall © constructed of: a) plated Of pain ed wire with 2 minimuim
djameter of 0.016- 1€ mm) Metal with 2 minimun thickness ©
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of 3/32 inch (2.4 mmy.

A guard shall be instatled at the factory-

A guard that 18 required 1O e moved 10 relamp the {uminaire shall be attached
to the unit by means of a hing¢, tether, gwivel, Of sjmilar device.

- Tungsten—Halogen Torchiere Vertical Wall Test: A torchier® style floor jamp shall be
placed on its side, 1D the tip-over position. while operating. The lamp will be placed as

closed as possrble 1o a wall which bas been covered with one 1ayer of white terry cloth. The
wall shall be constructed of 3.’4-'1nch—thick fir plywood and shail be tall epough 0 extended at

least 12 inches above the lamp- The test shall continue uni!

hours elapsed- The test shall be discontinued if, after 2 hours, testng produces ao discolot-
ation of the terry cloth fire indicator.

cpsC staff suggested thatif a hole was charred in the terry cloth or the plywood was
charred, the lamp should be considered 10 have failed the test.

- Product [dentification: The products shall be marked with the International Standards
Organization (1SO) date code (day/ month/year) and manufacturer ;dentification.

- Tungsten—Halogen Torchiere Abnormal Test. UL agreed generally to consider the CcpsSC’s
proposed fire indicator for the tungsten-halogen torchiere abnormal test. However, poth UL
and CPSC will do additional testing individually and betweeh test labs O the CPSC’s Pro-
posed fire indicator to confirm repeatability and address yUL's concerns with repeatability.
Three alternatives 10 the 1008¢ pleat method will be invest'rgated. 1t was agreed 10 pursuf
testing expedmously and attempt 10 complete it by mid August 10 support 2 pulletin put



Agenda Item IB

PHASE TIMES - UL STANDARDS REVISION DEVELOPMENT (Approximate)
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“ PHASE TIME
“1 !Engineering data assembly and 2 weeks
input to Standards
2 Preparation of bulletin by 2 weeks
Standards Rep
3 PDE review of bulletin 1 week
4 Formal ES review of bulletin 2 weeks
5 Finalize and publish bulletin 2 weeks
6 IAC/Industry comment period 8 weeks
7 Response to comments 12 weeks
8 Incorporate revised 6 weeks

requirements into standard

9 Future Effective Date (File
Review)




