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The test unit was evaluated by using the Consumer Product Safety Commission Protocol and 
Standards, In the study the test unit fulfills the requirements for Poison Prevention Packaging 
with resecuring effectiveness as per the Code of Federal Regulations (C.F.R.) Title 16, Part 1700, 
with final rule changes cited in the Federal Register, Vol. 60, No. 140, Friday, July 21, 1995, pp. 
37710 to 37744. 
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Ie SUMMARY. 

Report to: VBC (Van Blarcom Closures, Inc.) 
156 Sanford Street 
Brooklyn, NY 11205 

Date: November 14, 1996 
Samples of 1.25" ALPHA .CONTfNUOUS'THREAD CLOSURE ON 

A ONE GALLON rvrETAL CAN 
Contract No.: 1271-011 
Samples Received: August 20, 1996 
Submitted by: Vince Scuderi 

Objective 

The client submitted the above sample for a study to determine if the unit is in compliance with 
the Consumer Product· Safety Corrrmissiont'Cf'Sf.) .protocol and ·stan.dards··for·poison· prevention 
.packaging with resecuring effectiveness as per the Code of Federal Regulations (C.F.R.) Title 16, 
Part 1700, with final rule changes cited in the Federal Register.iVol. 60, No. 140, Friday, July 21, 
1995, pp. 37710 to 37744. 

Procedures 

The protocol for the evaluation of packaging for poison prevention (C.F.R. Title 16, Part 1700, 
with final rule changes cited in the Federal Register, Vol. 60, No. 140, Friday, July 21,1995, pp. 
37710 to 37744) was strictly adhered to for this study. · 

Panelists 

In the course of this study 50 children (42 to 51 months of age) and 100 seniors (50 to 70 year­
olds, 70% female) were employed. An additional 99 children were employed ·to test the packages 
that the seniors reclosed. 

, , 

Results 

Results of the study indicate that the 1.25" ALPHA CONTINUOUS THREAD CLOSURE ON A 
ONE GALLON METAL CAN fulfills the standards for poison prevention packaging with 
resecuring effectiveness according to C.F.R. Title ~ 6, Part 1700, with final rule changes cited in 
the Federal Register, Vol. 60, No. 140, Friday, July 21,1995, pp. 37710 to 37744. 
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VBC (Van Blarcom Closures, Inc.) 
1271-011 
November 14, 1996 

II. ·INTRODUCTION 

VBe (Van Blarcom Closures, Inc.jwishedtodeterrnine if the 1.25" ALPHA CONTINUOUS 
THREAD CLOSURE ON A ONEGALLON'1vffiTAL CAN fulfills the ConsumerProduct Safety 
Commission's (CPSC) standards and protocols for poisonprevention packaging with' resecuring 
effectiveness set forth in the Code of FederalRegulationsTitle 16, Part 1700, withfinal rule 
changes cited in the Federal Register, Vol.'60, No. 140, Friday, July 21, 1995, pp. 37710 to 
37744. Perritt Laboratories, Inc., a NAMAS accredited.laboratory' for testing child-resistant 
packaging according to the CPSC protocol, was requested to evaluate the packaging using the 
above protocol. 

Perritt Laboratories.Tnc., an independent testing laboratory, has been evaluating child-resistant 
packaging for both industry and government for over twenty years. The company is recognized 
as the leader in the field by virtue of having employed hundreds of thousands of panelists and 
evaluated thousands of packaging concepts 'for child-resistance.i Perritt Labo-ratories, Inc. utilizes 
standard operating procedures (SOP's), along with quality assurance programs in accordance with 
good laboratory practices (GLP) for non-clinical laboratories. 

In the course of this evaluation, the packaging wastested withpanels consisting of 100 seniors 50 
to 70 year-olds, 70% female) and 50 children (42 to 51,months of age, evenly distributed) 
obtained from nursery schools, day care centers and civic-groups. An additional 99 children were 
also employed to test the packages that the seniors reclosed. The data derived from the study 
were assembled in a meaningful fashion and reviewed to determine whether the packaging met the 
cited standard for poison prevention packaging with resecuring effectiveness presented herein. 

Perritt Laboratories, Inc. received its updated NAMAS accreditation (#1457 SIll) for testing 
packaging for child-resistance according to CPSC's final ruling published in the Federal Register, ' .. 
Vol. 60, No. 140, pp. 37710 to 37744 in August of 1995. 

NM1AS is theNational Measurement Accreditation Service of the United Kingdom. 
Organizations accredited by NAMAS meet the requirements of EN 45001, ISO Guide 25 and the 
relevant requirements of the ISO 9000lEN 29000fBS 5750 series of standards, including those of 
the model described in ISO 9002IEN 29002fBS 5750 Part 2 when acting as suppliers producing 
test results. ' 
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VBe (Van Blarcom Closures, Inc.) 
1271-011 
November 14, 1996 

III. PROCEDURE 

The following standard and protocolwasadhered to' in this study. 

Protocol 

Code of Federal Regulations Title 16,. Part 1700, with final rule changes cited in the Federal 
Register, Vol. 60, No. 140, Friday, July21, 1995, pp. 37710 to 37744: 

1700.20 Testing procedure for testing special packaging. 

(a) Test protocols - (1) General requirements - (i) Requirements for packaging. 
As specified in § 1700. 15(b), special packaging is required to meet the child test 
requirements and the applicable adult test. requirements of this § 1700.20. 

(ii) Condition of packages to .betested. (A) Tamper-resistant feature. Any 
tamper-resistant feature of the package to be tested shall be .removed prior to .testing 
unless it is part of the package's child-resistant design .. Where a package is supplied to the 

,	 consumer in an outer package that is not part of the package's child-resistant design, one 
of the following situations applies. 

(1) In the child test)·thepackage.is.r.emoved .from. the.outer package, and the 
.outer package is not given to the child. 
(2) In both the adult tests) ifthe outer package bears instructions for how to 
open or properly resecure the package, the package shall be given to the test 
subject in the outer package. The time required to remove the package from the 
outer packages is not counted in the times allowed for attempting to open and, if 
appropriate, reclose the package. 
(3) In both the adult tests, if the outer package does not bear any instructions 
relevant to the test) the package will be removed from the outer package, and the 
outer package is not given to the test. subject. 
(B) Reclosable packages - adult tests. In both the adult tests, reclosable 

packages, if assembled by the testing agency, shall be properly secured at least 72 hours 
prior to beginning the test to allow the materials (e.g., the closure liner) to "take a set.". If 
assembled by the testing agency, torque-dependent closures shall be secured at the same 
on-torque as applied on the packaging line. Application torques must be recorded in the .. , 
test report. All packages shall be handled so that no damage or jarring will occur during 
storage or transportation. The packages shall not be exposed to extreme conditions of 
heat or cold. The packages shall be tested at room temperature. 

(2) Child test - (i) Test subjects. (A) Selection criteria. Use from 1 to 4 groups 
of 50 children) as required under the sequential testing criteria in table 1. No more than 20 
percent of the children in each group shall be tested at qr obtained from any given site. 
Each group of children shall be randomly selected as to age, subject to the limitations set 
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VBC (Van Blarcom Closures, Inc.) 
1271-011 
November 14, 1996 

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 

Results of this study appear in the tables section.of the report. These tables represent a 
compilation of all data obtained ".during the study: .Forclarity.inpresentation and-discussion of this 
information, the following features will be used as the major points of discussion: 

Child-resistant effectiveness * 
Senior-use effectiveness* 

*� Senior-resecuring use effectiveness 

*� Meeting C.F.R. Title 16, Part 1700,"with final rule changes .cited in the Federal 
Register, Vol. 60, No. 140, Friday, July 21, 1995, pp. 37710 to 37744. 

Child-resistant effectiveness� 
Results of the package evaluation by the 5o-child'panelists appear in Table lofthe report. From� 
this table it will be noted that no children were successful in opening the packaging before� 
demonstration and no children were successful in opening the packagingfollowing a� 
demonstration for a total of zero successful child panelists. This represents a child-resistant� 
effectiveness of 1000/0.� 

Senior-use effectiveness� 
The senior panel consisted of 70 females and 30 males. Results of the senior test appear in Table� 
2 of this report. A total of 25 of the 25 seniors in the 50 to 54 year old age group were successful� 
in opening the first package and opening and properly closing the second package, 25 of the 25� 
seniors in the 55 to 59 year old age group were successful, and 49 of the 50 seniors were� 
successful in the 60 to 70 year old age group. The SAUE was calculated at 99 minus 8.2 for a� 
final SAVE, including the resecuring test) of 90.8 for the 100 seniors and 99 childrenwho tested� 
the packages apparently resecured by the seniors. The exact-opening and closing.times are given� 
in the Senior Test Packaging Data.� 

Senior-resecuring use effectiveness� 
A group of99 children were employed to test the packages that were apparently resecured by the� 
senior-adults. Results of the senior-resecuring test with children appear in Table 3 of this report.� 
A total of28 children were successful in opening the apparently resecured packages. The amount ~
 

over 20% (99 x .2 = 19.8) is 8.2, and is subtracted from the calculated senior-use effectiveness. ..� 

Meeting C.F.R. Title 16, Part 1700, with final rule changes cited in the Federal Register, Vol. 60, 
No. 140, Friday, July 21,1995, pp. 37710 to 37744. 

The 1.25" ALPHA CONTfNUOUS THREAD CLOSURE ON A ONE GALLON ~TAL CAN 
fulfills the standards for poison prevention packaging with resecuring effectiveness' according to 
C.F.R. Title 16, Part 1700, with final rule changes cited in the Federal Register, Vol. 60, No. 140, 
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VBC (Van Blarcom Closures, Inc.) 
1271-0 I I 
November 14, 1996 

Addendum 
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