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SUMMARY OF MEETING: 
 
This meeting of the ASTM Ad Hoc Wording Task Group (“Ad Hoc TG”) was led by the chair 
of the TG, Kitty Pilarz. The meeting began with a discussion of several examples provided by 
the CPSC staff that illustrated problems staff was finding with warning formatting on juvenile 
products. A file containing these examples is attached to this meeting log. The Ad Hoc TG then 
engaged in a detailed discussion of the examples the TG provided during the prior meeting (see 
meeting log dated January 27, 2016). 
 
During the meeting, the following additional topics were discussed: 
 

• The status of obtaining permission from ANSI to use the language in ANSI Z535.4 in the 
Ad Hoc recommendations. 
 

• Whether the Ad Hoc recommendations should include a brief statement that suggests 
individual subcommittees consider relying on a short, or abbreviated, warning in a 
prominent location that points the reader elsewhere for a comprehensive label, in those 
cases in which space is severely limited. 
 

• The need for definitions for “shall” and “should.” 
 

• The need for examples or figures in the Ad Hoc TG recommendations that show multi-
column and slanted/angled labels with left justification, to clarify the meaning of “left 
justification.” 

 



Component Thickness and Vertical Warnings 

Some examples seem to be based on the false premise that warnings must be vertically 
oriented. The proposed requirements do not specify such a layout, and ANSI Z535.4 specifically 
allows for a horizontal layout, as shown here (forwarded to the group during the last meeting): 

 

During the last Gates task group, the CPSC HF rep was told that the smallest space available 
was 0.75 inches. The image below shows a proof-of-concept label that was sized to meet that 
size rail. Note too that each column is bulleted and left justified. 

 

  



Warning Examples 
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