
      ice article, Mr. Lumb! You hit all the high points, including the 
actions by the CPSC that led to the explosion of the use of wired glass 
in architectural applications. You are correct that in 1977 the CPSC 
issued 16 CFR 1201.1(c) (1) that provided for the limited wired glass 
exemption. Unfortunately, the limitation was large enough to drive a 
truck through it, and no one from the agency enforced the limitation. 
Combined with the fact that the wired glass industry made sure they 
had several seats at the table on all the regulatory bodies, it is no 
wonder that true safety 
glass applications were 
never allowed to develop 
to be cost-competitive. 
Wired glass sold cheap, and 
the manufacturers knew 
their product was not safe 
for use in any application 
with exposure to human 
impact because it never 
met impact standards in 
any legitimate testing. The 
overseas wired glass cartel 
continued to market this 
stuff as safety glass because they made a lot of money and they had 
no one watching the hen house. American companies who had true 
safety glass products were simply shut out of the market. The 1960s, 
‘70s and ‘80s saw record construction growth, particularly in new 
school construction. Every single one of those schools represented 
a bonus paycheck to the cartel. Every gymnasium, every hospital, 
every recreation center was filled with this “fake” safety glass that did 
anything but protect our children. 

 Thankfully, through Mr. Abel’s tough research and persistence, 
and my own tenacity, in 2003 we succeeded in changing the Oregon 
Structural Specialty Code to eliminate the use of wired glass in 
hazardous locations subject to human impact in all educational 
facilities, gymnasiums, athletic facilities, and commercial structures 
in the state of Oregon. No other state in the country had made that 
step, and a year later Oregon extended the limitation to all building 
uses in conjunction with the adoption of the updated Oregon 
Building Code. Unfortunately, the new code was not retroactive to 
existing locations of wired glass other than requiring replacement 
glass to meet the new standard. As you noted, we took our fight to the 
ICC and won new code provisions in 2003 and those were extended 
further in 2006. Any state adopting the new ICC code provisions 
would then be subject to the new regulations. It was an important 
victory, but much work lies ahead.

 As you aptly pointed out, none of these code provisions are 
retroactive. Until schools around the country realize they are 
paying out more in claims than it would cost to change out existing 
applications of wired glass, the time bomb will continue to tick. CPSC 
surveillance data was never specifically coded for wired glass injuries, 
so it made it difficult to do follow-back studies and determine which 
glass injuries being presented in hospitalizations and physician 
visits were related to wired glass. If schools across the country were 
required to report such data to their state departments of education 
and their state health departments, insurance carriers and parents 
will start to take notice and you may see some efforts at addressing 
these retroactive applications. 

 The largest of our local school districts in our community changed 
out their wired several years ago when Oregon adopted the new 
building codes because the school boards and administrators put 
the safety of the children in their care at the top of their agenda, 
no matter what the cost. These are difficult choices because school 
districts are facing budget cuts all across the country, but one injured 
child is one too many, in my humble opinion. Our local districts had 
seen wired glass injuries to students in the past, and it was a sight 
that one teacher told me he would never forget because it was such a 
traumatic injury. I testified in a court case in 2011 where a jury found a 
large school district in Oregon (one that refused to invest in changing 
out the old glass) was at fault and liable for several thousand dollars 
to a young student injured by an existing application of wired glass. 
Injuries and payments like these will continue to plague districts 
until they address this ticking time bomb.

It’s too bad the wired glass cartel could not be forced to dig into 
their own pockets to assist school districts in their efforts to bring 
schools up to safety standards. After all, their desire to make money 
at the expense of human safety is what got us here in the first place.
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The Clock Is Ticking...
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