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BugButton® and Superband® repel mosquitoes, bees, flies, gnats, midges, yellow jackets and many more annoying flying pests.
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BugButton® and Superband® are ideal for any outdoor activity, picnics, BBQ’s, camping, golfing, fishing, hiking and gardening, as well as on foreign holidays.

The BugButton® can be pinned on any clothing and the Superband® can be worn on either the wrist or the ankle.
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BugButton® and Superband® are totally dry, non-toxic, waterproof and weatherproof. They eliminate the need for greasy, sticky lotions and sprays while ensuring that you and your family are protected from biting and stinging insects.
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BugButton® and Superband® have been fully tried and tested with amazing results, and are simply the best NATURAL insect repellents available.

BugButton® and Superband® are individually wrapped, and only activate when opened. Once open, they are effective for up to 175 and 200 hours respectively!

BugButton® and Superband® are currently sold or distributed through these well know US companies.
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Currently also sold in Korea, China and Hong Kong, Israel, Mexico, Guatemala, El Salvador, Panama, Costa Rica, Columbia, and Brazil.
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It has taken over ten years of research and development to perfect the amazing BugButton®. Finally a product that pins on any fabric and creates an invisible barrier that repels all flying insects. The staff at Evergreen Research traveled all over the world to find the finest sources of Indonesian lemon grass oil, Philippine geranium oil and North American citronella oil.

At Evergreen Research we are committed to using only the highest quality botanical oils. Our laboratory uses a unique method to blend these oils with plastic. Then using a high tech injection molding system we are able to create the Bug Button. The result is a plastic time released button that smells pleasant to humans while warding off the most annoying insects. The insect repelling BugButton® and Superband® are natural products that are safe for all ages. With over 90,000,000 sold worldwide, these products continue to be an effective means of protection from most biting insects.
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BugButton® and Superband® are made with three natural oils, Phillipine Geraniol Oil, Indonesian Lemongrass Oil and Citronella Oil, all in Low Density Polyethylene. These oils are among the United States Environmental Protection Agency Federal Registry list of safe, non-toxic insecticides. By using the BugButton® and Superband® you won't be subjecting yourself, your family, or your children to dangerous chemicals.
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· BugButton® and Superband® can be recycled or disposed of according to local requirements.

· They are DEET free!

· For over 12 years Evergreen Research has been a leader in manufacturing natural insect repellents of the highest quality. 

· Chemicals that people have used in the past to repel insects are becoming suspect in a wide variety of illnesses and diseases. We no longer want to take the chance of exposing ourselves to dangerous toxins.  People are now demanding natural alternatives which is why the BugButton® and Superband® have been so popular.

· With the EPA recently banning certain chemical repellents, the BugButton® and SuperBand™ and family of products have become the solution to toxic, greasy lotions and sprays. These reliable products are simply the best natural insect repellents available!

· Economical, effective and easy to use products that employ state of the art technology to protect you at work or at play. 
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The BugButton® repels flying biting insects and many other annoying flying pests. BugButton® doesn’t activate until the package is opened. Once opened, they are effective for up to 175 hours. With the EPA recently banning certain chemical repellents, the BugButton® has become the solution to toxic, greasy, lotions and sprays.
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The BugButton® is simply the best natural insect repelling product available! Each button lasts up to 175 hours and is safe for all ages with adult supervision.
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Simply pin the BugButton® on and enjoy a bug free day!

	BugButton® comes packed in Master Cases, each containing 8x60 counter displays (480 pieces). Each display pops up with full colour detailed backing and description for this innovative product. 
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There are 80 Master Cases per Pallet and 12 pallets per 20ft Container.
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The Superband™ creates an invisible shield around you so you don’t have to deal with those pesky biting insects! The advanced waterproof system allows you to enjoy all of your normal activities without worrying about diluting the potency of the SuperBand™

The SuperBand™ is one of the longest lasting natural insect repellents on the market today! Each band Lasts up to 200 hours and is safe for all ages with adult supervision.
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Simply slip the SuperBand™ on your wrist or ankle and enjoy a bug free day! 



	Superband™ omes packed in Master Cases, each containing 8x50 counter displays (400 pieces). Each display pops up with full colour detailed backing and description for this innovative product. 

There are 80 Master Cases per Pallet and 12 pallets per 20ft Container.





"It keeps Mosquitoes, Horse flies, hornets, Bees, Gnats, Yellow        Jackets, Fleas and other annoying insects away"

"A Nontoxic Bug Beater For People"

"There is a New Method of Fighting Mosquitoes"


"This Button gives you an alternative to Bug Sprays"

"Pin a BugButton to your shirt before heading outdoors, and bugs will vamoose" and "Button Tells Insects to Buzz Off "

"Repellents keep safety of environment in mind"

"The best non - toxic insect repelling product on the market" "Keep pesky insects away with nontoxic repellent"

"Bugging the Bugs"

"No more Bugs, No more Chemicals with the Bug Button"

"Buttoned out Bugs"

"New product bites back, the BugButton deals with late-season pests" 

"This Plastic Pins Drives Insects Away with their scent"

"Bye Bye Bugs" 

"Tell Bugs Good - bye"
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TOMORROW’S PRODUCTS TODAY!

At Evergreen Research, our top priority is to produce environmentally safe products that are effective for our customers. At our San Diego research facility, dedicated scientists carry out testing and research to combine the best natural botanicals with current technology. Evergreen Research ensures that all of our products are not only environmentally safe & non-toxic, but also exceptionally effective.

Chemicals that people have used in the past to repel insects are becoming suspect in a wide variety of illnesses and diseases. Employers no longer want to take the chance of exposing their workers to dangerous toxins just to work outdoors. Safety conscious companies are finding that products are being banned that were considered safe a short time ago. People are demanding natural alternatives and Evergreen Research is providing great choices.

At Evergreen Research we strive to make the world a better place and provide incredibly safe products at the same time. We invite any input into our continued quest to provide great products.

Independent Field Study concerning efficacy of common insect repelling products

Study performed by The Growing Choices Company

Carlsbad, CA

Study Transmitted diseases, with their associated morbidity and mortality, underscores the need for effective insect repellents. Multiple chemical, botanical, and "alternative" repellent products are marketed to consumers. We sought to determine which products available in the United States provide reliable and prolonged complete protection from mosquito bites.

Methods We conducted studies involving 15 volunteers to test the relative efficacy of seven botanical insect repellents; four products containing N,N-diethyl-m-toluamide, now called N,N-diethyl-3-methylbenzamide (DEET); a repellent containing IR3535 (ethyl butylacetylaminopropionate); three repellent-impregnated wristbands; and the insect-repelling button that are all commonly claimed to have repellent effects. These products were tested in a controlled laboratory environment in which the species of the mosquitoes, their age, their degree of hunger, the humidity, the temperature, and the light-dark cycle were ail kept constant.

Results DEET-based products provided complete protection for the longest duration. Higher concentrations of DEET provided longer-lasting protection. A formulation containing 23.8 percent DEET had a mean complete-protection time of 301.5 minutes. The second best alternative was the time-released insect-repelling button, which had a mean protection time of 263.4 minutes. The soybean-oil-based repellent protected against mosquito bites for an average of 94.6 minutes. The IR3535-based repellent protected for an average of 22.9 minutes. All other botanical repellents we tested provided protection for a mean duration of less than 20 minutes.

Conclusions Currently available non-DEET repellents with the exception of the insect-repelling button do not provide protection for durations similar to those of DEET-based repellents and cannot be relied on to provide prolonged protection in environments where mosquito-borne diseases are a substantial threat.

Insect-transmitted disease remains a major source of illness and death worldwide. Mosquitoes alone transmit disease to more than 700 million persons annually-Malaria kills 3 million persons each year, including 1 child every 30 seconds. Although insect-borne diseases currently represent a greater health problem in tropical and subtropical climates, no part of the world is immune to their risks. In the United States, arboviruses transmitted by mosquitoes continue to cause sporadic outbreaks of eastern equine encephalitis, western equine encephalitis, St. Louis encephalitis, and La Crosse encephalitis. In the fall of 1999, West Nile virus, transmitted by mosquitoes, was detected for the first time in the Western Hemisphere. In the New York City area, 62 persons infected with West Nile virus were hospitalized, and 7 persons died. The Centers for Disease Control and Prevention estimates that more than 2000 persons were infected with West Nile virus in the year 2000. The virus has now been detected in 27 states, and it is anticipated that it will continue to spread unabated across the United States during the next few years.

Protection from arthropod bites is best achieved by avoiding infested habitats, wearing protective clothing, and using insect repellent. Given that a single bite from an infected arthropod can result in transmission of disease, it is important to know which repellent products can be relied on to provide predictable and prolonged protection from insect bites. Commercially available insect repellents can be divided into two categories — synthetic chemicals and plant-derived essential oils. The best-known chemical insect repellent is N,N-diethyl-m-toluamide, now called N,N-diethyl-3-methylbenzamide (DEET). Many consumers, reluctant to apply DEET to their skin, deliberately seek out other repellent products. We compared the efficacy of readily available alternatives to DEET-based repellents in a controlled laboratory environment

Methods 

Product Selection

In January 2001, we purchased a total of 16 products for testing, choosing repellents with national, rather than local distribution. Seven widely available botanical repellents were included in the study. Multiple concentrations and formulations of DEET are readily available. We chose and tested three DEET-based repellents (ranging from 4.75 to 23.8 percent DEET) that we believe represented the range of commonly purchased repellents in the United States. We also tested a controlled-release insect-repelling button to determine whether it had a longer duration of action. The only synthetic repellent containing IR3535 (ethyl butylacetylaminopropionate) that is available in the United States and three wristbands were also tested. Finally, we tested the efficacy of a proprietary moisturizer that is commonly believed to have repellent effects.

Testing Methods

The duration of protection provided by each product was tested by means of arm-in-cage studies, in which volunteers insert their repellent-treated arms into a cage with a fixed number of unfed mosquitoes, and the elapsed time to the first bite is recorded. Testing of repellents is usually conducted either in a laboratory or at outdoor field sites. Conducting such studies indoors makes it possible to reduce potential confounding variables, such as wind speed, temperature, humidity, density of the mosquito population, the level of the mosquitoes' hunger, and the species of the mosquitoes, that can make it difficult to interpret comparisons among products made in outdoor-field trials. We conducted our tests with a low density of mosquitoes per cage rather than a high density (some studies use more than 250 mosquitoes per cage) because the tow-density environment more accurately reflects the typical biting pressures that are encountered during most outdoor activities.

For each test, 10 disease-free, laboratory-reared Aedes aegypti female mosquitoes that were between 7 and 24 days old were placed into separate laboratory cages measuring 30 cm by 22 cm by 22 cm. A batch of 10 mosquitoes that had not been exposed to the repellent being tested was used for each arm insertion. Mosquitoes were provided with a constant supply of 5 percent sucrose solution. Cages were placed in a walk-in incubator measuring 2.2 m by 2.2 m by 2.2 m, in which the temperature was maintained at 24 to 32°C, the relative humidity at 60 to 70 percent, and the light-dark cycle at 12 hours of light followed by 12 hours of darkness.

Fifteen volunteers (5 men and 10 women) were recruited from the public at large. The study was reviewed and approved by independent experts in the field of entomology and subjects gave written informed consent before participating.

As repellents were purchased, they were labelled sequentially from 1 to 16. A random-number generator was then used to determine the order in which the products would be tested on each subject. A total of 720 individual tests were conducted, with each repellent being tested three times on each subject. Most subjects only completed one test per day. The average time to completion of all three tests was 10.2 days. In the case of repellents that were identified as very short-acting in the initial test, subjects were permitted to conduct all three tests of the repellent in a single day, washing the skin with an unscented soap before each application of the repellent. Subjects did not test more than one repellent product on a single day. No information on the likely duration of action of each repellent was provided to subjects before they began their tests.

Before each test, the readiness of the mosquitoes to bite was confirmed by having subjects insert their untreated forearm into the test cage. Once subjects observed five mosquito landings on the untreated arm, they removed their arm from the cage and applied the repellent being tested from the elbow to the fingertips, following the instructions on the product's label. After the application of the repellent, subjects were instructed not to rub, touch, or wet the treated arm. The insect-repelling button was strapped to the arm as were repellent-impregnated wristbands and inserted into the cage. Subjects were provided with a standardized log sheet to ensure accurate documentation of the duration of exposure and the time of the first bite. The elapsed time to the first bite was then calculated and recorded as the "complete-protection time" for that subject in that particular test.

Subjects were asked to follow the testing protocol. Subjects conducted their first test of each repellent by inserting the treated arm into a test cage for one full minute every five minutes. If they were not bitten within 20 minutes, then the arm was reinserted for 1 full minute every 15 minutes, until tile first bite occurred. On the basis of this initial complete-protection time, the subject's next two tests of that particular repellent were conducted as follows: if the repellent had initially worked for less than 20 minutes, the subject placed his or her arm in the cage for 1 minute every 5 minutes; if the repellent had initially worked for 20 minutes to 4 hours, the subject placed his or her arm in the cage for 1 minute every 15 minutes; and if the repellent had initially worked for more than 4 hours, the subject placed his or her arm in the cage for 1 minute every hour (up to 4 hours). If a repellent was still working after 4 hours, then the subject continued to place his or her arm in the cage every 15 minutes thereafter, until the first bite occurred. If at any point during testing, subjects noted mosquitoes landing but not biting (a behaviour that typically occurs when the efficacy of a repellent begins to wane), then the intervals between insertions were decreased to five minutes.

We received no financial support from industry, including the manufacturers whose products were tested in the study. Data analysis was performed within the California Medical Entomology Laboratory at Growing Choices, without input from any outside sources.

Statistical Analysis

Two-way analysis of variance (involving two factors, subject and repellent) followed by Tukey's tests was used to compare the mean complete-protection time for the 16 tested repellents. All P values are two-sided; a P value of less than 0.05 was considered to indicate statistical significance.

Results

Of the products tested, those containing DEET provided the longest-lasting protection. The insect repelling button provided the second longest lasting protection. The complete-protection rimes of DEET-based repellents correlated positively with the concentration of DEET in the repellent. The formulation containing 4.75 percent DEET provided an average of 88.4 minutes of complete protection; the formulation containing 23.8 percent DEET protected for an average of 301.5 minutes. There was a statistically significant difference in complete-protection time between each DEET-based repellent and the product with the nest higher concentration of DEET (P<0.001 for al! comparisons). The controlled-release formulation we tested did not prolong the duration of action of DEET. The alcohol-based product containing 23.8 percent DEET protected significantly longer than the controlled-release formulation containing 20 percent DEET (P<0.001).

The only non-DEET repellent fully evaluated in this study that was able to provide protection that lasted more than 1.5 hours was the insect-repelling button with an average of 263.4 minutes of complete protection.

The IR3535-based repellent protected against mosquito bites for an average of 22.9 minutes. The other repellents we tested protected for 20 minutes or less. The repellent containing only 0.05 percent citronella provided less protection than the Skin-So-Soft mineral-oil-based moisturizer (Avon) (P<0.001). Repellent-impregnated wristbands, containing either 9.5 percent DEET or 25 percent citronella (by weight), protected the wearer for only 12 to 18 minutes, on average.

In arm-in-cage studies, testing must be conducted with insertions at limited intervals, with a new batch of mosquitoes for each test, because continuous exposure may cause mosquitoes to fatigue or may induce prolonged blockage of their antennal chemoreceptors, both of which will prevent further biting. Conducting tests of a repellent in which the arm is inserted into the cage at fixed intervals, however, has some obvious Imitations. A repellent might slop working between the removal of the arm and the subsequent insertion, but the failure would not be detected until the next scheduled insertion, causing an inflated measure of the duration of protection provided by that repellent. In our study, the greatest risk of overestimation of complete-protection times would affect the repellents that were tested with once-hourly insertions into the cage. According to our protocol, however, hourly insertions were only used by subjects who found that a repellent initially protected them for more than four hours. Only the two highest-concentration DEET-based repellents in our study (20 percent and 23.8 percent DEET) and the insect repelling button qualified for once-hourly insertions by some of the subjects, and the range of protection these repellents afforded (180 to 360 minutes) is consistent with previously published reports of the efficacy of DEET. Any rounding errors resulting from the intervals between insertions into the cage would also tend to overestimate the efficacy of the other repellents we tested, and 11 of the 12 non-DEET products still had mean complete-protection times of less than 23 minutes.

After the original studies for this article were completed, a new botanical repellent was introduced in the United States. The repellent contains oil of eucalyptus and is marketed under two names: Repel Lemon Eucalyptus Insect Repellent (WPC Brands) and Fite Bite Plant-Based Insect Repellent (Travel Medicine). We evaluated this type of repellent using the same testing methods in six subjects (five men and one woman). In one subject, a localized cutaneous reaction developed after the first test, and the subject discontinued the study. All other subjects completed three tests each of the repellent. The repellent had a mean (±SD) complete-protection time of 120.1±44.8 minutes, with a range of 60 to 217 minutes.

Discussion

Protection against arthropod bites is best achieved by avoiding infested habitats, wearing protective clothing, and using an insect repellent. The insect repellents that are currently available to consumers are either synthetic chemicals or are derived from plants. The most widely marketed chemical-based insect repellent is DEET, which has been used worldwide since 1957. DEET is a broad-spectrum repellent that is effective against many species of mosquitoes, biting flies, chiggers, fleas, and ticks. The protection provided by DEET is proportional to the logarithm of the dose; higher concentrations of DEET provide longer-lasting protection, but the duration of action tends to plateau at a concentration of about 50 percent. Most commercially available formulations now contain 40 percent DEET or less, and the higher concentrations are most appropriate to use under circumstances in which the biting pressures are intense, the risk of arthropod-transmitted disease is great, or environmental conditions promote the rapid loss of repellent from the surface of the skin. In our study, a formulation containing 23.8 percent DEET provided an average of five hours of complete protection against A. aegypti bites after a single application. Depending on the formulation and concentration tested, DEET-based repellents have been shown in other studies to provide complete protection against arthropod bites for as long as 12 hours, even under harsh climatic conditions.

The most recent addition to the synthetic insect repellents on the market in the United States is IR3535, which is classified by the Environmental Protection Agency as a biopesticide because of its structural similarity to the amino acid alanine. This repellent has been used in Europe for more than 20 years and was approved for use in the United States in 1999. In our tests, this repellent fared poorly, yielding a mean complete-protection time that was one quarter that of the lowest-concentration DEET product we tested (22.9 vs. 88.4 minutes).

Skin-So-Soft Bath Oil, which consumers commonly claim has a repellent effect on insects, provided only a mean of 9.6 minutes of protection against aedes bites in our study. This extremely limited repellent effect has previously been documented in other studies.

Thousands of plants have been tested as potential botanical sources of insect repellent. Most plant-based insect repellents currently on the market contain essential oils from one or more of the following plants: citronella, cedar, eucalyptus, peppermint, lemongrass, geranium, and soybean. Of the products we tested, only the insect-repelling button was able to protect from mosquito bites for more than 1.5 hours. All other botanical repellents that we tested in our initial studies, regardless of their active ingredients and formulations, gave very short-lived protection, ranging from a mean of about 3 to 20 minutes. Preliminary studies suggest that the oil-of-eucalyptus products will confer longer-lasting protection than other available plant-based repellents.

Most alternatives to topically applied repellents have proved to be ineffective. No ingested compound, including garlic and thiamine (vitamin B1), has been found to be capable of repelling biting arthropods. Small, wearable devices that emit sounds that are purported to be abhorrent to biting mosquitoes have also been proved to be ineffective.

Multiple factors play a part in determining how effective any repellent will be; these factors include the species of the biting organisms and the density of organisms in the immediate surroundings; the user's age, sex, level of activity, and biochemical attractiveness to biting arthropods; and the ambient temperature, humidity, and wind speed. As a result, a given repellent will not protect all users equally. Examination of the ranges of complete-protection times shows variation in the ability of each repellent to protect different subjects. Thus, these times should be taken not as absolute values but, rather, as an indication of the relative effectiveness of the tested repellent products.

Our study shows that products containing DEET offer long-lasting protection after a single application. Certain plant-derived repellents especially the insect repelling button provide efficacy as well, which is sufficient when arthropod bites are a nuisance. Although this study shows that DEET-based products can be depended on for long-lasting repellent effect, they are not perfect repellents. DEET may be washed off by perspiration or rain, and its efficacy decreases dramatically with rising outdoor temperatures. DEET is also a plasticizer, capable of dissolving watch crystals, the frames of glasses, and certain synthetic fabrics. To best avoid the drawbacks of DEET based repellents, individuals should use the insect repelling button.

*Exclusive property of the Growing Choices Company, San Diego, CA

**No reprints without express permission of the Growing Choices Company
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1.
General Information

Chemical Name & Synonyms

N/A

Chemical Family

N/A

Proper DOT Shipping Name

N/A

DOT Hazard Classification

N/A

Manufacturer

Evergreen Research & Marketing LLC

Manufacturer’s Address

2435 CADES WAY - VISTA, caLIFORNIA 92081

Manufacturer’s Phone Number & Emergency Number

Toll Free - 800-523-1256    Local - 858-395-8419     Fax – 888-865-2996

2.
Ingredients

22% Citronella oil blend in low density polyethylene

This product contains no hazardous substance listed on the California substance list or OSHA Hazard Communication Program.

3.
Physical Data

Boiling Point

N/A

Specific Gravity (Water – 1)

N/A
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Vapor Pressure (MM Hg.)

No Data

Percent Volatile By Volume (%)

N/A

Vapor Density (AIR = 1)

N/A

Evaporation Rate (WATER – 1)

N/A

Solubility in Water

N/A

PH

N/A

Appearance & Odor

2” round yellow button with pin back with lemon fragrance

4.
Fire & Explosion Hazard Data

Flash Point (Test Method)

Over 530 degrees farhenheit  -  Open cup method

Auto Ignition Temperature

N/A

Flammable Limits

N/A

Extinguishing Media

Carbon Dioxide or Dry Chemical

Special Fire Fighting Procedures

Use self contained breathing apparatus and protective clothing

Unusual Fire & Explosion Hazards

NONE
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5.
Health Hazard Data

Exposure Limits

NOT ESTABLISHED

Carcinogenicity

THE INGREDIENTS IN THIS MATERIAL ARE NOT LISTED AS CARCINOGENS BY IARC, NIP, OSHA, OR ACGIH.

Principal Health Hazards

N/A

Effects of Overexposure

N/A

Emergency and First Aid Procedures

IN CASE OF EYE CONTACT, FLUSH WITH WATER FOR AT LEAST 15 MINUTES. 

6.
Reactivity Data

Conditions Contributing to Instability

Incompatibility

STRONG BASES AND ACIDS

Hazardous Decomposition Products

CARBON MONOXIDE AND CARBON DIOXIDE ON BURNING

Conditions Contributing to Hazardous Polymerization

N/A

7.
Environmental Procedures

Steps to be taken if material is released or spilled

Pick up and place in a disposable container

Waste Disposal Method

Can be recycled or disposed of according to local, state and federal requirements
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8. 
Special Protection Information

Ventilation Requirements

NONE

Respiratory

NONE

Eyes

NONE

Gloves

NONE

Other Protective Equipment

NONE

9.
Special Precautions

(Includes Hygienic Practices in Handling & Storage, Precautions For Maintenance of Contaminate Equipment, Other Precautions.)

Special Mixing and Handling Instructions

NONE

10.
Section 313 Supplier Notification

This Product contains the Following Toxic Chemicals Subject to the Reporting Requirements of Section 313 of The Emergency Planning and Community Right-To-Know Act of 1986 and of 40 CFR 372:


N/A


CAS #


N/A

Evergreen Research

     2435 Cades Way

                                       Vista, California 92081

        800-523-1256

MATERIAL SAFETY DATA SHEET

Effective Date: FEBRUARY 20, 2008

Trade Name & Synonyms: sUPERBAND  
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1.
General Information

Chemical Name & Synonyms

N/A

Chemical Family

N/A

Proper DOT Shipping Name

N/A

DOT Hazard Classification

N/A

Manufacturer

Evergreen Research & Marketing LLC

Manufacturer’s Address

2435 CADES WAY - VISTA, caLIFORNIA 92081

Manufacturer’s Phone Number & Emergency Number

Toll Free - 800-523-1256    Local - 858-395-8419     Fax – 888-865-2996

2.
Ingredients

22% Citronella oil blend in low density polyethylene

This product contains no hazardous substance listed on the California substance list or OSHA Hazard Communication Program.

3.
Physical Data

Boiling Point

N/A

Specific Gravity (Water – 1)

N/A
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Vapor Pressure (MM Hg.)

No Data

Percent Volatile By Volume (%)

N/A

Vapor Density (AIR = 1)

N/A

Evaporation Rate (WATER – 1)

N/A

Solubility in Water

N/A

PH

N/A

Appearance & Odor

3” DIAMETER COILED BRACELET with lemon fragrance

4.
Fire & Explosion Hazard Data

Flash Point (Test Method)

Over 530 degrees farhenheit  - OPEN cup method

Auto Ignition Temperature

N/A

Flammable Limits

N/A

Extinguishing Media

Carbon Dioxide or Dry Chemical

Special Fire Fighting Procedures

Use self contained breathing apparatus and protective clothing

Unusual Fire & Explosion Hazards

NONE
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5.
Health Hazard Data

Exposure Limits

NOT ESTABLISHED

Carcinogenicity

THE INGREDIENTS IN THIS MATERIAL ARE NOT LISTED AS CARCINOGENS BY IARC, NIP, OSHA, OR ACGIH.

Principal Health Hazards

N/A

Effects of Overexposure

N/A

Emergency and First Aid Procedures

IN CASE OF EYE CONTACT, FLUSH WITH WATER FOR AT LEAST 15 MINUTES. 

6.
Reactivity Data

Conditions Contributing to Instability

Incompatibility

STRONG BASES AND ACIDS

Hazardous Decomposition Products

CARBON MONOXIDE AND CARBON DIOXIDE ON BURNING

Conditions Contributing to Hazardous Polymerization

N/A

7.
Environmental Procedures

Steps to be taken if material is released or spilled

Pick up and place in a disposable container

Waste Disposal Method

Can be recycled or disposed of according to local, state and federal requirements











Page 4 of 4

8.
Special Protection Information

Ventilation Requirements

NONE

Respiratory

NONE

Eyes

NONE

Gloves

NONE

Other Protective Equipment

NONE

9.
Special Precautions

(Includes Hygienic Practices in Handling & Storage, Precautions For Maintenance of Contaminate Equipment, Other Precautions.)

Special Mixing and Handling Instructions

NONE

10.
Section 313 Supplier Notification

This Product contains the Following Toxic Chemicals Subject to the Reporting Requirements of Section 313 of The Emergency Planning and Community Right-To-Know Act of 1986 and of 40 CFR 372:


N/A


CAS #


N/A

Evergreen Research

     2435 Cades Way

                                       Vista, California 92081

        800-523-1256
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