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Mr. G, T. Soridba Fedbruary 26' 1958
Law Department S

_ _Room 1901 o

30 East A2na Street -
Pr, W, B, Ackart Andrew Jergens Company
ne. L. G. Howard VBL_-@QO Natural

n. J. ¥, lcuushlin. -} 8

Dear Rr. Scribas

In my letter of February eleventh regarding VBA-9020
Natural, I took into consideration the points you raised in
y ur letter of Fedbruary eighteenth.

It can be demonstrated that the components of this
film are materials considered acceptadle for food packaging
applications based upon published reports, None of the com-
ponents would dbe hazardous if it were transferred to the
soap. I refer to increasing the oral toxicity ef the

r rendering it more irritating or sensitising, This state-
ment is based upon Judgment regarding the toxicity of the
individual components as well as the quantities involved.

Very truly yours,

. MEDICAL DIRECTOR
Thomas ¥, Nale, N. D.
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« Wo B, Ackert - Bound Brook Feceral Fool, Drug and COSmetic Act
Mr., I, G, Howard « Cincinnatli Anérew Jergens Company ‘

Dear Mr, McLaughlin:

I have your letter of Fcbruary 10 and my copy of Dr.
Nale's letter to Mr, Howard of February 11 regsrdiang the
above cast film whiich, I underctand, ie used in packaging
s0lid soap. Eocap a3 such 1is specifically excluded from the
definition of a cosmetic in the Federal Food, Drug and Cose~
metic law, However, the Pederal Food and Drug Administration
long ago took the position that "this exemption does not
apply to shampoos, shaving creams, or to any oOther ecosmetic
except soap, even though the article under such nomenclature
be essentially soap. A shampoc is & soap within the meaning
of the exemption and the insertion of the word 'soap' in the
name of the product will not entitle it to the exemption
provided for soaps. If a 80ap bears representatiocns which
make it a drug. (that is if its label makes therapeutic claims
for it - GTS), it must conform to the drug provisions,
TC-146, March 7, 1540".

Since we are dealing with the Jergens Company I would
1ike to know more about the particular socap we are talking
about. Is it simply ordinary soap? 1Is it & shampoo or a
shaving eream or something else?

When we have this information I hope Dr. Kale will say
¢« ; Nhether there 1s & poiaoncus or deleterious substance in
4. YBA=9020 Natural which might render the "socap” injurious t
3.5 users under the sonditions of use., We are conoerned mot omly
Fio & with oral toxisity (getting 4t in babies mouths), dut mors
=} 4mportantly with skin irritation and effect oun ¢yes.

Vory truly yours,

-
Fe

0 RECEIVED
George T. Soriba EE S U N

P.8. - I have gone off 0o & legalistic Food and Drug Act angl
in this letter. V¥e will be equally soncerned with any hasards Dr,

g%: tggoi&‘: ven if the Jergens product 1is soap and 1is xempt
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BAKELLITE COMPANY
DIVISION OF UNION CARBIDE CORPORATION

Df. "". E. Ac’ﬂ!’t - Bﬁ
H!'. !.-. G. Hmm - Cincmu
T’l‘. T. w. Hﬁh - 60 E /

Attachod 1s the correspondence relatins tc ths sublect
oospany and their evaluation of our cast f1iln dasimater YA0I20

Natural fer wse in packasing somp, Since I am not certain whether
soap is considered 4n the cosmetic estepory, 7 am referriny ©ds
entire matter 4o yov for considerstion an? sdvice,

Your comonts will be sp-recisted,

o

Jete ters ‘ J, We Melgurtl4n
ati,
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elite Company L
o vxetor‘ Parkway
I ~ {anati ©, Ghie
br, ¥. B, Aokart Andrew Jergens Company
pr, G. 0, Niwmler YEA=-9020 Natur

o

gr. K. 7. Mho I,
. ¥, B. Tidbets

Pear W, Bowvard:

L weuld eomment as follows on the ) sed use of
Shis cast film by Andrew Jergens Coapany to package cake
808 in the manner you descride in your letter of FPebruary
fourth to W, MeLaughlia,

It would ssem that there eould de no #djection
to such use. In this instance we are not dealing with a
food Ltem Dut with a cakes of soap. In general, VBA-
i3 very similar to our YBAA-$023, which has been declared
ue:gt:blo for food packaging use invelving foods of low fat
eontent, i

VYery truly yours,

MRDICAL BIRECIOR
"P‘ ¥, Bale, NL. B.
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d. W, Melanghlin Pebrusry L, 1958 .. . .
Pekelite Company 7o

. Hew York, Mew York Cineinmati PSO L0
br. W. B. Acksrt « B, B, Andrew Jergeans Company 5
&C ol GI Kiﬁﬂer - B.B. X Ry
Mre T, W hl. - RoXoir (Wi o V ﬁ P‘

Mre Te Be Orme « Chicego

Fr. Go To Scr b = KoXe P..-C\
Mr. N, R, S-ith = B.B, \‘ @3 WL
Pr. H. Fo SN'the - Mallon Iﬂ.tttu“ /

¥r. Vi. s Tibhets = B,3,

This 15 in reply to your letter of Janusry 27, 1558 regsrding Andrew Jergens
application In wich deterceats are to be packasyed in our ¥ 25020 Natursl
cast £1lm,

I¢ has now been dstarained thzt subject do not {ntend to packsge 1iquid deterw
gente as ves first resorted, hosever, if their pressni package is scoepled
thore 1is » possibility shat it will be tried. JA» reported in recent corres-
pondence, smbject sctunslly intands to packaze cakes of soap in a new skin
tight packece. Liquid soap, at 150°F, is pumoed Into s heat sealed bag of
Vilde5020, and just prior to setting up irto a solid the package is plsced in
a mold which forms the cate inta s doughnut shape, leaving the xidile ssetion
arpaxinately 1/8'the thicknoss of the ceke. The abllity of tha 022° £l
%0 be foraad snd retsin 1ts shape results in sn 1deal skin tipht package.

To date, we have not besn eoncerned with toxcity, hovever, this polat wlll
be covered by letier 1f you think it is acvisable, Our preliminary studies
have bren fonfinsd to selscting the best poasible film for the appilczticn,

Since the product to be packeged will be cake soap, do you fursee any problems
with toxcity? I believe we are en safe ground, Incidently, the sbove is
ooafidentisl and explains, in part, why we wers nob givea all the fscts during
the initial stages.

RECEIVED
FEg 6 1558
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