10/17/94

11/9/94

11/9/94

11/10/94

11/10/94
11/30/94

12/1/94

12/5/94

12/12/94

Case assigned to Norvan Allen who requested
previous test results. O01d CECA files had been
sent to achieves but could not be located when
requested. Engineering files had been purged
during move from old building.

FOWR continued to request strategy meeting with
CEAL and CECA staff to plan approach for handling
the manufacturer.

Product appears on Dr. Kaufman’s toy list

Marc Schoem phoned FOWR requesting immediate
action with the identified manufacturer, Riva
Sports.

FOWR discussed case and type of approach with Mike
Gidding.

FOWR telephoned Mr. Robert Jacobs, owner/operator
Riva Sports. Mr. Jacobs refused to take any
action and "hung up." ,

Preliminary determination panel met. Decided on
a Class B "go". Sample was requested through
FOCR.

Case opening letter sent to Riva Sports.
Certified card returned to FOWR 12/7.

Response due from firm 12/16/94.

FOWR requested investigations of other identified
incidents in Tennesee and Ohio. (A different

- brand, CX Blaster was also assigned in Florida).

Congressional inquiry regarding an incident 3 1/2
years ago in Montana. The Commission was unaware
of this incident but will assign it for follow-up.
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Water Balloon Slig Shot Devices

In late 1989, the staff became aware of the budding interest in a
new sports product called water balloon sling shots. These
products were designed, labelled and marketed as "target
shooting" devices.

The design is very elementary; surgical tubing connected to a
rubber sling which must be held by two individuals while the
third loads the sling with a large balloon filled with water.
The missile is then projected at a target which is furnished in
the kit. The product warns the users not to fire at living
targets. The lable depicts adults using the product.

The opportunity for abuse is evident. The Engineering and
Compliance staffs collected several varieties and tested them to
measure velocity. The readings were in the 80, 90 100 mph range
on initial launch but the velocity quickly fell off due to the
weight and irregular shape of the balloon. The staff did
recognize, however, that if a person were struck with such a
balloon at a reasonably close range, serious injury would occur.

The simplistic design of the product lends itself to be easily
created in a basement and marketed for little money. The staff
was unable at that time to trace the three or four incidents that
were reported to any particular manufacturer. They did know
definitely that some were homemade.

The product best lends itself to a banning order rather that
section 15 action but during the staff’s early investigation
there was no interest on the part of the Commission in issuing a
banning order.

We did not hear of additional incidents until this past summer:
7/4/94Injury incident to 9 yr old female in Illinois

7/25/94CPSC received complaint by mother of. victim
8/12/940n-site investigation initiated

9/22/94Investigation rec’d and reviewed in San Francisco
9/26/94FOWR asked CECA about possible section 15 follow-

up. Initial response after CECA review was not to

pursue.

10/11/94 FOWR discussed previous testing of water balloons
sling shots with John Preston.

Discussed case possibilities with Mike Gidding.
Mike agreed the case was worth pursuing.
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10/17/94

11/9/94

11/9/94

11/10/94

11/10/94
11/30/94

12/1/9%4

12/5/94

12/12/94

Case assigned to Norvan Allen who requested
previous test results. O0ld CECA files had been
sent to achieves but could not be located when
requested. Engineering files had been purged
during move from old building.

FOWR continued to request strategy meeting with
CEAL and CECA staff to plan approach for handling
the manufacturer. :

Product appears on Dr. Kaufman’s toy list

Marc Schoem phoned FOWR requesting immediate
action with the identified manufacturer, Riva
Sports.

FOWR discussed case and type of approach with Mike
Gidding.

FOWR telephoned Mr. Robert Jacobs, owner/operator
Riva Sports. . Mr. Jacobs refused to take any
action and "hung up."

Preliminary determination panel met. Decided on
a Class B "go". Sample was requested through
FOCR. '

Case opening letter sent to Riva Sports.
Certified card returned to FOWR 12/7.

Response due from firm 12/16/94.

FOWR requested investigations of other identified
incidents in Tennesee and Ohio. (A different
brand, CX Blaster was also assigned in Florida).
Congressional inquiry regarding an incident 3 1/2

years ago in Montana. The Commission was unaware
of this incident but will assign it for follow-up.
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In late 1989, the staff became aware of the budding interest

in a new sports product called water balloon sling shots. These
products were designed, labelled and marketed as "target
shooting® devices.

The design is very elementary; surgical tubing connected to
a rubber sling which must be held by twc individuals while the
third loads the sling with a large balloon filled with water.

The missile is then pr01ected at a target which is furnished in
the kit. The product warns the users not to fire at living
targets. The lable depicts adults using the product.

The opportunity for abuse is evident. The Engineering and
Compliance staffs collected several varieties and tested them to
measure velocity. The readings were in the 80, 50 100 mph range
on initial launch but the velocity quickly fell off due to the
weight and irregular shape of the balloon. The staff did

recognize, however, that if a person were struck with such a
balloon at a reasonably close range, serious injury would occur.

The simplistic design of the product lends itself to be

easily created in a basement and marketed for little money. The
staff was unable at that time to trace the three or four
incidents that were reported to any particular manufacturer.
They did know definitely that some were homemade.

The product best lends itself to a banning order rather that

section 15 action but during the staff’s early investiqation
there was no interest on the part of the Commission in issuing a
banning order.

-

We did not hear of additional. incidents until this past

7/4/94 Injury incident to 9 yr old female in Illinois
7/25/94 CPSC received complaint by mother of victim

8/12/94 . On-site investigation initiated

5/22/%4 Inivestigation rec’d and reviewed in San Francisco

9/26/94 FOWR asked CECA about possible section 15 follow—
up. Initial response after CECA review was not to
pursue

10/11/94 FOWR discussed previous testing of water balloons
'sling shots with John Preston.




11/9/94

11/9/94

7/
11/106/54

11/10/94

11/30/94

12/5/94

Case assigned to Norvan Allen who requested
previous test results. 014 CECA files had been
sent to achieves but could not be located when

requested. Engineering files had been purged .
during move from old building.
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Marc Schoem phoned FOWR requesting immediate
action with the identified manufacturer, Riva

FOWR telephoned Mr. Robert Jacobg, owner
Riva Sports. Mr. Jacobs refused to take
action and "hung up.

Preliminary determination panel met. Decided on

a Class B "go". Sample was requested through
FOCR.

Case opening letter sent to Riva Sports.
Certified card returned to FOWR 12/7

Response due from firm 12/16/94.

FOWR requested investigations of other identified
incidents in Tennesee and Ohio. (A different
brand, CX Blaster was also assigned in Florida).

Congressiocnal inquiry regarding an incident 3 1/2
years ago in Montana. The Commission was unaware
of this incident but will assign it for follow-up.
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In late 1989, the staff became aware of the budding interest
in a new sports product called water balloon sling shots. These
products were designed, labelled and marketed as "target
shooting" devices.

The design is very elementary; surgical tubing connected to
a rubber sling which must be held by two individuals while the
third loads the sling with a large balloon filled with water.
The missile is then projected at a target which is furnished in
the kit. The product warns the users not to fire at living
targets. The lable depicts adults using the product.

The opportunity for abuse is evident. The Engineering and
Compliance staffs collected several varieties and tested them to
measure velocity. The readings were in the 80, 90 100 mph range
on initial launch but the velocity quickly fell off due to the
weight and irregular shape of the balloon. The staff did
recognize, however, that if a person were struck with such a
balloon at a reasonably close range, serious injury would occur.

The simplistic design of the product lends itself to be
easily created in a basement and marketed for little money. The
staff was unable at that time to trace the three or four
incidents that were reported to any particular manufacturer.
They did know definitely that some were homemade.

The product best lends itself to a banning order rather that
section 15 action but during the staff’s early investigation
there was no interest on the part of the Commission in issuing a
banning order.

We did not hear of additional incidents until this past
summer : :

7/4/94 Injury incident to 9 yr old female in Illinois

7/25/94 CPSC received complaint by mother of victim

8/12/94 On-site investigétion initiated

9/22/94 Investigation rec’d and reviewed in <un Francisco

9/26/94 FOWR asked CECA about possible section 15 follow-
up. Initial response after CECA review was not to

pursue.

10/11/94 FOWR discussed previous testing of water balloons
sling shots with John Preston.

Discussed case possibilities with Mike Gidding.
Mike agreed the case was worth pursuing.




In late 1989, the staff became aware of the budding interest
in a new sports product called water balloon sling shots. These
products were designed, labelled and marketed as "target
shooting" devices.

The design is very elementary; surgical tubing connected to
a rubber sling which must be held by two individuals while the
third loads the sling with a large balloon filled with water.
The missile is then projected at a target which is furnished in
the kit. The product warns the users not to fire at living
targets. The lable depicts adults using the product.

The opportunity for abuse is evident. The Engineering and
Compliance staffs collected several varieties and tested them to
measure velocity. The readings were in the 80, 90 100 mph range
on initial launch but the velocity quickly fell off due to the
weight and irregular shape of the balloon. The staff did
recognize, however, that if a person were struck with such a
balloon at a reasonably close range, serious injury would occur.

The simplistic design of the product lends itself to be
easily created in a basement and marketed for little money. The
staff was unable at that time to trace the three or four
incidents that were reported to any particular manufacturer.
They did know definitely that some were homemade.

The product best lends itself to a banning order rather that
section 15 action but during the staff’s early investigation
there was no interest on the part of the Commission in issuing a
banning order.

We did not hear of additional incidents until this past
summer :

7/4/94 Injury incident to 9 yr old female in Illinois

7/25/94 CPSC received complaint by mother of victim

8/12/94 On-site investigation initiated

9/22/94 Investigation rec‘d and reviewed in San Francisco

9/26/94 FOWR asked CECA about possible section 15 follow-
up. Initial response after CECA review was not to

pursue.

10/11/94 FOWR discussed previous testing of water balloons
sling shots with John Preston.

Discussed case possibilities with Mike Gidding.
Mike agreed the case was worth pursuing.



In late 1989, the staff became aware of the budding interest
in a new sports product called water balloon sling shots. These
products were designed, labelled and marketed as "target
shooting" devices.

The design is very elementary; surgical tubing connected to
a rubber sling which must be held by two individuals while the
third loads the sling with a large balloon filled with water.
The missile is then projected at a target which is furnished in
the kit. The product warns the users not to fire at living
targets. The lable depicts adults using the product.

The opportunity for abuse is evident. The Engineering and
Compliance staffs collected several varieties and tested them to
measure velocity. The readings were in the 80, 90 100 mph range
on initial launch but the velocity quickly fell off due to the
weight and irregular shape of the balloon. The staff did
recognize, however, that if a person were struck with such a
balloon at a reasonably close range, serious injury would occur.

The simplistic design of the product lends itself to be
easily created in a basement and marketed for little money. The
staff was unable at that time to trace the three or four
incidents that were reported to any particular manufacturer.
They did know definitely.that some were homemade.

The product best lends itself to a banning order rather that
section 15 action but during the staff’s early investigation
there was no interest on the part of the Commission in issuing a
banning order.

We did not hear of additional incidents until this past
summer:

7/4/94 Injury incident to 9 yr old female in Illinois

7/25/94 CPSC received complaint by mother of victim

8/12/94 On-site inveétigation initiated

9/22/9% Investigation rec’d and reviewed in San Francisco

9/26/94 FOWR asked CECA about possible section 15 follow-
up. Initial response after CECA review was not to

pursue.

10/11/94 FOWR discussed previous testing of water balloons
sling shots with John Preston. .

Discussed case possibilities with Mike Gidding.
Mike agreed the case was worth pursuing.




10/17/94

11/9/94

11/9/94

11/10/94

11/10/94

11/30/94

12/1/94

12/5/94

12/12/94

Case assigned to Norvan Allen who requested
previous test results. O0ld CECA files had been
sent to achieves but could not be located when
requested. Engineering files had been purged
during move from old building.

FOWR continued to request strategy meeting with
CEAL and CECA staff to plan approach for handling
the manufacturer.

Product appears on Dr. Kaufman’s toy list

Marc Schoem phoned FOWR requesting immediate
action with the identified manufacturer, Riva
Sports.

FOWR discussed case and type of approach with Mike
Gidding.

FOWR telephoned Mr. Robert Jacobs, owner/operator
Riva Sports. Mr. Jacobs refused to take any
action and "hung up."

Preliminary determination panel met. Decided on
a Class B "go". Sample was requested through
FOCR.

Case opening letter sent to Riva Sports.
Certified card returned to FOWR 12/7.

Response due from firm 12/16/94.

FOWR requested investigations of other identified
incidents in Tennesee and Ohio. (A different
brand, CX Blaster was also assigned in Florida).
Congressional inquiry regarding an incident 3 1/2

years ago in Montana. The Commission was unaware
of this incident but will assign it for follow-up.
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10/17/94

“;1/9/94

11/9/94

11/10/94

11/10/94

11/30/94

12/1/94

12/5/94

12/12/94

Case assigned to Norvan Allen who requested
previous test results. 01d CECA files had been
sent to achieves but could not be located when
requested. Engineering files had been purged
during move from old building.

FOWR continued to request strategy meeting with .
CEAL and CECA staff to plan approach for handling
the manufacturer.

Product appears on Dr. Kaufman’s toy list

Marc Schoem phoned FOWR requesting immediate
action with the identified manufacturer, Riva
Sports.

FOWR discussed case and type of approach w1th Mike
Gidding.

FOWR telephoned Mr. Robert Jacobs, owner/operator
Riva Sports. Mr. Jacobs refused to take any
action and "hung up."

Preliminary determination panel met. Decided on
a Class B "go". Sample was requested through
FOCR.

Case opening letter sent to Riva Sportg.
Certified card returned to FOWR 12/7.

Response due from firm 12/16/94.

FOWR requested investigationé of other identified
incidents in Tennesee and Ohio. (A different
brand, CX Blaster was also assigned in Florida).

Congressional inquiry regarding an incident 3 1/2
years ago in Montana. The Commission was unaware
of this incident but will assign it for follow-up.




10/17/94 Case assigned to Norvan Allen who requested
previous test results. 0Old CECA files had been
sent to achieves but could not be located when
requested. Engineering files had been purged
during move from old building.

FOWR continued to request strategy meeting with
CEAL and CECA staff to plan approach for handling
the manufacturer.

11/9/94 Product appears on Dr. Kaufman’s toy list

11/9/94 Marc Schoem phoned- FOWR requesting immediate
action with the identified manufacturer, Riva
Sports. .

11/10/94 FOWR discussed case and type of approach with Mike
Gidding.

11/10/94 FOWR telephoned Mr. Robert Jacobs, owner/operator
Riva Sports. Mr. Jacobs refused to take any
action and "hung up." ’

11/30/94 Preliminary determination panel met. Decided on
a Class B "go". Sample was requested through
FOCR.

12/1/94 Case opéning letter sent to Riva Sports.
Certified card returned to FOWR 12/7.

Response due from firm 12/16/94.

12/5/94 FOWR requested investigations of other identified
incidents in Tennesee and Ohio. (A different
brand, CX Blaster was also assigned in Florida).

12/12/94 Congressional induiry regarding an incident 3 1/2

years ago in Montana. The Commission was unaware
of this incident but will assign it for follow-up.
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Water Balloon Sling Shot Devices

In late 1989, the staff became aware of the budding interest in a
new sports product called water balloon sling shots. These
products were designed, labelled and marketed as "target

shooting" devices.

The design is very elementary; surgical tubing connected to a
rubber sling which must be held by two individuals while the
third loads the sling with a large balloon filled with water.
‘The missile is then projected at a target which is furnished in
the kit. The product warns the users not to fire at living
targets. The lable depicts adults using the product.

The opportunity for abuse is evident. The Engineering and
Compliance staffs collected several varieties and tested them to
measure velocity.” The readings were in the 80, 90 100 mph range
on initial launch but the velocity quickly fell off due to the
weight and irregular shape of the balloon. The staff did
recognize, however, that if a person were struck with such a
balloon at a reasonably close range, serious injury would occur.

The simplistic design of the product lends itself to be easily
created in a basement and marketed for little money. The staff
was unable at that time to trace the three or four incidents that
were reported to any particular manufacturer. They did know
definitely that some were homemade. i

The product best lends itself to a banning order rather that

section 15 action but during the staff’s early investigation
there was no interest on the part of the Commission in issuing a

banning order.

We did not hear of additional incidents until this past summer:
7/4/94 Injury incident to 9 yr old female in Illinois
7/25/94 CPSC received complaint by mother of victim
8/12/94 On-site investigation initiated
5,22/94 Investigation rec’d and feViewed in San Francisco

9/26/94 FOWR asked CECA about possible section 15 follow-
up. Initial response after CECA review was not to

pursue.

10/11/94 FOWR discussed previous testing‘of water balloons
sling shots with John Preston.

Discussed case possibilities with Mike Gidding.
Mike agreed the case was worth pursuing.
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previous test results. Old CECA files had been
sent to achieves but could not be located when
requested. Engineering files had been purged
during move from old building.

| VN,
10/17/94 Case assigned to Norvan Allen who requested -Ef &*
W

FOWR continued to request strategy meeting with
CEAL and CECA staff to plan approach for handling
the manufacturer.

11/9/94 Product appears on Dr. Kaufman’s toy list

11/9/94 Marc Schoem phoned FOWR requesting immediate
action with the identified manufacturer, Riva
Sports.

11/10/94 FOWR discussed case and type of approach with Mike
Gidding.

11/10/94 FOWR telephoned Mr. Robert Jacobs, owner/operator
Riva Sports. Mr. Jacobs refused to take any
action and "hung up."

11/30/94 Preliminary determination panel met. Decided on

a Class B "go". Sample was requested through
FOCR. ;{x
12/1/94 Case opening letter sent to Riva Sports. .Ayﬁkpﬁj
, SﬂtWJ)

Certified card returned to FOWR 12/7.1bﬂ/. )

}ﬂﬁ%ﬁ;:g;WAL/. Response due from firm 12/16/94. @JD }p&fJAS
C d? 12/5/94 FOWR requested investigations of other identified

dﬂ* incidents in Tennesee and Ohio. (A different
brand, CX Blaster was also assigned in Florida).

12/12/94 Congressional inquiry regarding an incident 3 1/2
years ago in Montana. The Commission was unaware
of this incident but will assign it for follow-up.
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WATER BALLOON SLINGSHOT FIRMS

B Firms inbusinegs - _@500,000 A -198 -@ ML%):CQ#

1. RIVA SPORTS 400,000 1987-present 15injuries EI
P.O.Box 600404
San Diego, CA 92160 2 models

2. SLINGKING, Inc. ) 25,000(94) 1988-present 0 injuries EI
16810 Barker Springs Usd,a0d ) T ePlsc
Houston, TX 77084 4 models a [(9-3 BolNTA

3. WINGER SPORTS (out of business) ?-4/1991 » 2 injuries Gone
1306 West Country Rd (cardiac arr)

Arden Hills, MN 55112

4. C.X. BLASTER 10,000py 1985-present 3 injuries EI
13218 Jessica Drive /00,009 Qost eye)
Springhill, FL 4 models

"Present label: Use responsibly. Use discretion. Wear protective
eye goggles. Never launch at eye level."

5. Rite Aid - @asigned IDI to determine brand H9550313A) ColsX s~ g
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TO Corrective Actions Division PRIORITY ___ _
FROM WESTERN REGIONAL OFFICE
SUBJECT Section 15 Investigation Status
FILE NUMBER: FW95-004 DT OPENED: [QéqéyDT CLOSED:

CACA CONTACT:

COMPANY NAME:
STREET:

CITY:

COMPANY CONTACT:

Catherine E. Kelsey RO: FOWR -

Riva Sports

San Diego STATE:CA ZIP: 92160

Robert Jacobs PHONE:619 287-3511

TYPE: MFG DIST XXX RETAIL PVT LBLD IMPORTER
NEISS PROD CODE: 1352
PROD DESCRIP: Water Balloon Sling Shot 3 person
MODEL:
BRAND: Aqua Sling
POTENTIAL HAZARD: Eye and Facial Injuries
.COMMENTS: Other reported injuries, previous history
IDI NUMBER(S): 940812CCN2165
SAMPLE NUMBER(S) :
Location Box
REGIONAL OFFICE PLANS FOR FOLLOW-UP INVESTIGATION Timetable
ESTABLISHMENT INSPECTION.DATE
OTHER INVESTIGATION.DATE
Other IDI's (list below) .DATE
SAMPLE ANALYSIS....... DATE
OTHER (Describe below)
Regional Office Summafy and Recommedation will be submitted (date)

ASSISTANCE NEEDED FROM CACA/COMMENTS:

(Use Continuation Sheet if needed

Distribution:
Orig: CEKelsey, CECA
cc: LDBaxter LSBlend, LHPain,
JSwisher, RBurrows

Estab. File




CLLOSE OUT SHEET

FILE NUMBER: FW950004

DATE CLOSED (YYMMDD) : 96/07/96
. TOTAL UNITS INVOLVED: 400,000 (1988-95)
TOTAL UNITS CORRECTED: 0

REMARKS: Firm agreed to put labels on pouches and
packaging, Label was devised by our HF and included "eve
Injuries," speed of 75mph, don’t shoot at people.

CAP IMPLEMENTED: YES NO

I><

WHERE THIS FILE IS STORED:
LOCATION: CA00000
ACCESSTION#:

BOX#:
INCIDENT DATE SENT TO EPI

IDENTIFY/MARK PAGES THAT HAVE INCIDENT

NO INCIDENT DATA FOR EPI IN THIS FILE
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Facial and eye injury are what a child can expect from this

wrist-mounted helicopter. It has no directional controls and

could easily fly into a child’s face when launched.
POTENTIAL DANGER: Bodily injury/possible death
PRODUCT: Water Balloon Sling Shots
MANUFACTURER: Aqua Sling

P.O. Box 20404

San Diego, CA 92120

potentially lethal product that has come onto the market place in
the last two years. This item comes from David Snow, the person

réspgnsible for the banning of Lawn Darts.
These huge sling shots are made from 1/2 inch surgical

rubber tubing, require three persons to operate, and laun

1ig shots are marketed under the names of "aAqua

Sling," "The Blaster," and "The Winger," for example. Slingshot-
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launched balloon naval combat has become the latest rage among : KN

' . . N
boaters throughout the nation. These slingshots also have become A

<
&
a popular play activity at colleges, beaches and parks. %
The Michelle Snow Foundation was recently contacted by
parents whose children have been severely injured ér almost
killed afte: being struck by water ballqons fired by these
slingsh6£s. A 10-year-old boy went into cardiac arrest after
being hit in the chest by a balloon. He was revived by CPR, but
now has serious heart damage. In another incident, a 9-year old
was struck in the face by a water balloon fired by a passing~boat
at an Arizona resort. He was knocked unconscious, suffered three
severe facial fractures, ocular injury and multiple lacerations
and contusiéns.
The CPSC has been given product samples, injury information,
and identification of manufacturers. Water balldon slingshots

present a substantial and unreasonable risk of serious injury and

possibly death.
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LASE NU. 881007WES4003
EXHIBIT #12

RETAIL STORE ADVERTISEMENT - AQUAL SLING AND AQUA SLING BALLONS.
EXHIBIT SUBMITTED BY THE VICTIM"S FATHER.
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