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No ’\Ifrs Idenhhed,

Mr. W.:Jeff Keizns

Chaixrman, Consumer Safaty ‘:i::~§3%??i1(1
Glazing Committee o pm‘dm’__ otifie

" Suite 505 ’ ol Co ‘n;nu:ts Proceesed
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Dear Mr Kelrns.
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This.lette. is in IEPlj to Hr.vaeolla s corrnsponaeu-w
of SePtembe* 4, 1974, in which he indicates that Consumer
Safety Glazing Committee must determine whether to (1)
Pexrformance test glazed oroducts, or_ (2) Performance test
the glazxng'materlal outside of glazed producb. -

Be requested advice on whetner _alterpative (2) wohld
be acceptable to the Camm1531on if a correlation Hetwpeﬁ
natnods {1) and (2} can be =stab113had

It is the éommlsalon’s View that_issues arfecting the
provisions of a standard which arise during the develooment
period for the standard must be_rasolvad by the offeror.
The Commission does not view_ the offeror process as a con-
tractual proceeding whereby an offeror develops a standard
in accordance with Commission specifications. Rather, it
is the responsibility of the offarxor to draft a recommended
standard that will address the hazards identified and
eliminate or reduce the unreasonable risk of injury
presented by the consumer product undexr conaideration.
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Thus, the Commission beliseves that Consumer
Safety Glazing Committee must make the determination
whether to include performance testing of glaze
products, or performance testing of the glazing material
outside of the glazed product in the standard it is
developing. In any event, you are expected to justify,
in your submission of a recommendead standard to the
Commission, various alternatives selected and resolution
of issues which arise during the developrent proceedings.:

'QVSihcérely,

. [
Gf‘?f'"f‘f" irnzq
. figstiig S:;;'.’!»:.:'I

Michael A. Brown ,;‘
General Counsel -
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L\RT RS, SUITE 503, 1000 CONNECTICUT AVE. N.W., WASHIMNGTON, D

M. N. Zeolla

Architectural Glass Project Mgr.
One Gateway Center
Pittsburghn, Pa. 15222
412/434/3315

In the area of performance tests and test procedures to be incorporated in

PR

we are confronted with two alternatives:

(1} Performance testing of glazed products, or

the architectural glass standaxd that will evolve in the development project/

-(2) Performance testing of the glazing material outside of the.

glazed product.

In my opinion,requiring testing of (1) in a standard would appear to present
serious prol :lema principally from the standpcint c¢f practicality and

ecenomics.

Sincerely,
- )“.(/‘ ¢ Pl
TN 14 e
TR, SN P D
A A e RN
M., N, Zeolla
Project Manager

ion between methods (1) and (2) can be established would
ng wmethod (2) in the standard be acceptable to the CPSC?





