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CERTIFICATE 
for 

INSTITUTIONAL CASEWORK, 

INC./CAMPBELLRHEA 
1865 Highway 641 N. 

Paris, Tennessee 38242 

CERTIFICATE SCOPE 

Certificate Type: Single Chain of Custody and Controlled Wood  

Standard(s): FSC-STD-40-004 V2-1; FSC-STD-40-005 V2-1 

Product Group(s): Casework 

Valid from April 18, 2016 to April 17, 2021 

Certificate Registration Code: RA-COC-001156, RA-CW-001156 

FSC® License Code: FSC-CC016935 

Certificate Issue Number: IN-2016-1 

 

Additional details regarding the scope, including a full list of products and species are available at info.fsc.org. 

 

Jon Jickling, Director, Certification 

Rainforest Alliance 

233 Broadway, 28th Floor 

New York, NY 10279 USA 

Rainforest Alliance is an FSC accredited certifier FSC® A000520 

The validity of this certificate shall be verified on info.fsc.org. This certificate does not constitute evidence that a 

particular product supplied by the certificate holder is FSC certified and/or FSC Controlled Wood. Products 

offered, shipped or sold by the certificate holder can only be considered covered by the scope of this certificate 

when the required FSC claim is clearly stated on invoices and shipping documents.  

 

This certificate is the property of Rainforest Alliance. This certificate and all copies or reproductions of this 

certificate shall be returned or destroyed if requested by Rainforest Alliance. 



 

4700 Broadmoor SE, Suite 200 
Kentwood, MI  49512 
 
Telephone: 616-656-7401 
Facsimile: 616-656-2022 
www.intertek-etlsemko.com 
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____________________  ____________________ 
Gary Liu     Jim Mason 
Project Engineer    Reviewer 

 
This report is for the exclusive use of Intertek's Client and is provided pursuant to the agreement between Intertek and its Client. 
Intertek's responsibility and liability are limited to the terms and conditions of the agreement. Intertek assumes no liability to any party, 
other than to the Client in accordance with the agreement, for any loss, expense or damage occasioned by the use of this report. 
Only the Client is authorized to permit copying or distribution of this report and then only in its entirety. Any use of the Intertek name 
or one of its marks for the sale or advertisement of the tested material, product or service must first be approved in writing by Intertek. 
The observations and test results in this report are relevant only to the sample tested. This report by itself does not imply that the 
material, product, or service is or has ever been under an Intertek certification program. 
 
 

 
Test Report For: 

 
IVC INDUSTRIAL COATINGS, INC. 

 
10725/10750R Sealer/Topcoat; Gloss: NA; 

S.O. # 46764, 8/4/14 
 

SEFA 8 W-2010: 8.1 Chemical Spot 
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Attention:  Tim Ledford 
IVC INDUSTRIAL COATING, INC. 
1825 East National Ave 
Brazil, IN 47834 
Phone: 317-636-4407 
E-Mail: tledford@teamivc.com 
 
DATE RECEIVED:   08/06/14 
DATES TESTED: 08/14/14 – 08/15/14 
 
DESCRIPTION OF SAMPLES: 
Part Description: 10725/10750R Sealer/Topcoat; Gloss: NA; S.O. # 46764, 

8/4/14 
Material Submitted: Two (2) of 14” x 24” x 0.75” Wood Laminate 
Material Specification: SEFA 8-W-2010 
Condition of Test Sample: Production  
 
WORK REQUESTED / APPLICABLE DOCUMENTS: 
Chemical Spot Test: SEFA 8-W-2010, Section 8.1 
 
Conclusions:  
Chemical Spot Test: Conforming* 
* Suitability for a given application is dependent upon the chemicals used in a given laboratory. 
 
Disposition of Test Specimens/Samples: 
Test samples were returned to IVC INDUSTRIAL COATING, INC. 
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CHEMICAL SPOT TEST PROCEDURE: 
Date Received: 08/06/14 
Dates Tested: 08/14/14-08/15/14 
 
Description of Samples: 
Part Description: 10725/10750R Sealer/Topcoat; Gloss: NA; S.O. # 46764, 

8/4/14 
Material Submitted: Two (2) of 14” x 24” x 0.75” Wood Laminate 
Material Specification: SEFA 8-W-2010 
Condition of Test Sample: Production  
 
Test Procedure: 
Test Method: SEFA 8-W-2010, Sec 8.1 
 The received sample to be tested for chemical resistance 

as described herein: Place panel on flat surface, clean with 
soap (Liqui-Nox at 5% concentration) and water and blot 
dry.  Condition the panel for 48-hours at 73±3°F (23±2°C) 
and 50 ± 5% relative humidity.  Test the panel for chemical 
resistance using forty-nine (49) different chemical reagents 
by the following methods. 

  
 
Method A: Test volatile chemicals by placing a cotton ball saturated 

with reagent in the mouth of a 1-oz. (29.574cc) bottle and 
inverting the bottle on the surface of the panel.  The cotton 
ball shall remain in contact with the sample for duration of 
the test. 

 
Method B: Test non-volatile chemicals by placing five drops of the 

reagent on the surface of the panel and covering with a 24 
mm watch glass, concave side down.  

  
 For both of the above methods, leave the reagents on the 

panel for a period of one hour.  Wash off the panel with 
water, clean with detergent (Liqui-Nox at 5% 
concentration) and naphtha, and rinse with deionized 
water.  Dry with a towel and evaluate after 24 hours at 
73±3°F (23±2°C) and 50 ± 5% relative humidity using the 
following rating system. 

 
Rating Scale: Level 0  No detectable change. 
 Level 1  Slight change in color or gloss. 
 Level 2 Slight surface etching or severe staining. 
 Level 3 Pitting, cratering, swelling, or erosion of 

coating.  Obvious and significant 
deterioration. 

Side: “A” side - opposite of the label 
Number of Samples Tested: Two (2)  
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Acceptance Criteria: 
The range of results is provided to establish the acceptable range for Laboratory Grade Finish.  
Results will vary from manufacturer to manufacturer.  Laboratory grade finishes should result in 
no more than four Level 3 conditions.  Suitability for a given application is dependent upon the 
chemicals used in a given laboratory. 
 
Results: 
 

Volatile Chemicals 

Test 
No. Chemical Method Range Rating Comments 

1 Acetate, Amyl A 0-1 0  
2 Acetate, Ethyl A 0-1 0  
4 Acetone A 0 0  
6 Alcohol, Butyl A 0-1 0  
7 Alcohol, Ethyl A 0 0  
8 Alcohol, Methyl A 0-1 1 Slight Gloss Change 

10 Benzene A 0-1 0  
11 Carbon Tetrachloride A 0-1 0  
12 Chloroform A 0 0  
14 Cresol A 0-2 2 Slight surface etching 
15 Dichloroacetic Acid A 0-3 2 Slight surface etching 
16 Dimethylformanide A 0-2 1 Slight gloss change 
17 Dioxane A 0-1 0  
18 Ethyl Ether A 0-1 0  
19 Formaldehyde, 37% A 0 0  
21 Furfural A 0-1 1 Slight color change 
22 Gasoline A 0 0  
27 Methyl Ethyl Ketone A 0 0  
28 Methylene Chloride A 0-1 0  
29 Mono Chlorobenzene A 0-1 0  
30 Naphthalene A 0 0  
34 Phenol, 90% A 0-2 2 Slight surface etching 
46 Toluene A 0 0  
47 Trichloroethylene A 0 0  
48 Xylene A 0 0  
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Non-volatile Chemicals 

Test 
No. Chemical Method Range Rating Comments 

3 Acetic Acid, 98% B 0-1 0  
5 Acid Dichromate, 5% B 0-1 1 Slight color change 

9 Ammonium Hydroxide, 
28% B 0-2 2 Staining 

13 Chromic Acid, 60% B 0-1 1 Slight gloss change 
20 Formic Acid, 90% B 0-1 1 Slight gloss change 
23 Hydrochloric Acid, 37% B 0-2 2 Slight surface etching 
24 Hydrofluoric Acid, 48% B 0-2 1 Color change 
25 Hydrogen Peroxide, 30% B 0-1 0  
26 Iodine, Tincture of B 0-2 2 Staining 
31 Nitric Acid, 20% B 0 1 Slight gloss change 
32 Nitric Acid, 30% B 0-2 1 Slight gloss change 
33 Nitric Acid, 70% B 2-3 3 Erosion of coating 
35 Phosphoric Acid, 85% B 0-1 1 Slight gloss change 
36 Silver Nitrate, Saturated B 0-1 1 Slight gloss/color change 
37 Sodium Hydroxide, 10% B 0-2 0  
38 Sodium Hydroxide, 20% B 0-2 0  
39 Sodium Hydroxide, 40% B 0-2 0  
40 Sodium Hydroxide, Flake B 0 0  
41 Sodium Sulfide, Saturated B 0 0  
42 Sulfuric Acid, 33% B 0-1 1 Slight gloss change 
43 Sulfuric Acid 77% B 0-1 3 Erosion of coating 
44 Sulfuric Acid, 96% B 1-3 3 Erosion of coating/pitting 

45 
Sulfuric Acid, (77%) and 
Nitric Acid (70%), equal 

parts 
B 1-3 3 Erosion of coating 

49 Zinc Chloride, Saturated B 0 0  
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Totals 

Items Requirement No. Reagent with 3 
Ratings Disposition 

Volatile Subtotal: - 0 --- 
Non-volatile 

Subtotal: - 4 --- 

Grand Totals: No More than Four 
Level 3 Conditions 4 Conforming* 

* Suitability for a given application is dependent upon the chemicals used in a given laboratory. 
 
Disposition of Test Specimens/Samples: 
Test samples were returned to IVC INDUSTRIAL COATING, INC. 
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Chemical Spot Test Photographs 

 
 

 
Set-up 
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After Exposure 
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        33, Nitric Acid, 70%, Erosion of coating      43, Sulfuric Acid 77%, Erosion of coating/pitting 

 

               
                 44, Sulfuric Acid, 96%,                        45, Sulfuric Acid, (77%) and Nitric Acid (70%),  
                                                                                          equal parts, Erosion of coating                                

 
Failures 

 

 









LABORATORY FURNITURE 

CERTIFICATE OF PERFORMANCE 

To SEFA 8 SPECIFICATIONS 
 

 

Jamestown Metal Products                                     Certifies that its laboratory furniture identified  
(Manufacturing Company) 

as Base Cabinet P105-48FX (48” wide, X 35” tall X 21-3/4" Deep)  has been tested in conformance  
    (Test Unit) 

with the full requirements of the SEFA-8-M Recommended Practice with results noted below. 
 
 
 
 

TEST 
 

 

TEST RESULTS 

PASS/FAIL 
 

 
TEST 

 

 

TEST RESULTS 

PASS/ FAIL 
 

 
TEST 

 

 

TEST RESULTS 

PASS/ FAIL 
 

 
4.2 
 

PASS  
6.2 
 

PASS  
9.1 
 

PASS 

 
4.3 
 

PASS 
 

 
6.3 
 

PASS  
10.1 

 

Test Not Conducted 

 
4.4 
 

PASS  
6.4 
 

PASS  
10.2 

 

Test Not Conducted 

 

4.5 
 

N.A.  
6.5 
 

Full Extension 

 

 
10.3 

 

Test Not Conducted 
 

 
5.1 
 

PASS  
6.5 
 

2/3 Extension 
N.A. 

 
10.4 

 

Test Not Conducted 
 

 
5.2 
 

PASS  
7.2 
 

N.A.  
10.5 

 

Test Not Conducted 
 

 
5.3 

 

PASS  
8.2 
 

N.A.   

 
6.1 

 

 

PASS  
8.3 
 

N.A.  

 
 
 

Full documentation of the test results is available upon request in a bound report that includes a 

detailed description of the test unit and procedures, witnessed results, and appropriate drawings 

or photographs of the test unit and procedures.  

 
TESTING COMPANY INFORMATION 
 

 
TEST SUPERVISOR INFORMATION 
 

Name:  Bjorksten l bit 7 
 

Name: Raymond J. Robey 
 

Address: 7 Fen Oak  
 

Title: Director Research Development, Testing 
         Madison, WI 53718 

 
 

Signature:   
 

Telephone: 608-271-6900 
 

COMPANY OFFICER INFORMATION 
 

Fax:  608-224-0455 
 

Name: Raymond J. Robey 
  

 
Title: Director Research Development, Testing 
 

Date: May 29, 2009 
 

Signature:  
 

 

 



 

May 29, 2009 

SEFA-8-M-2007 TESTS 
 

Performed For: 
 

Jamestown Metal Products 
178 Blackstone Avenue 
Jamestown, NY 14701 

 

4.0 Base Cabinets 
 
4.1 Description of Test Cabinet:  
 

Part No. P105-48FX (48” wide, X 35” tall X 21-3/4" Deep) Base Cabinet was leveled and the 
drawers, doors, hinges, latches, etc. were inspected and all were operating properly. 

 
4.2 Cabinet Load Test 
 

4.2.1 Purpose of Test 
 
The cabinet load test challenges the structural integrity and the load bearing capability of the 
cabinet construction. The test demonstrates the ability of the cabinet to support heavy loads, but 
is not intended to test the functional characteristics of the cabinet under heavy loads. 
 

4.2.2 Test Procedure 
 
The cabinet top was loaded using 2,000 pounds  
(907.2 Kg) of solid steel bars* stacked five high, in  
eight equally spaced rows (Figure 1). After 10  
minutes, the bars were removed from the cabinet. 
* Square solid steel bar, 2-1/2" X 2-1/2" X 28-1/4" 
(63.5 mm X 63.5 mm x 717.55 mm) weighing 50 lbs. 
(22.68 Kg). 
 

 4.2.3 Acceptance Level 
 
 There are no signs of permanent damage. 

         
             

 
 
 
 
 

Figure 1 
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4.3 Cabinet Concentrated Load Test 
 
 4.3.1 Purpose of Test 
 

The purpose of the test is to challenge the functional characteristics of the cabinet when 
subjected to a concentrated load on the center of the cabinet top. 

 
4.3.2 Test Procedure 
 
Four, 50 pound (22.68 Kg) solid steel bars (200  
pounds, 90.7 Kg total) were placed on top of the  
cabinet, along the cabinet centerline (Figure 2).  
With the weight in place, the drawers and doors  
were operated and inspected. 
 

4.3.3 Acceptance Level 
 
 Doors and drawers operated normally. There  

is no permanent distortion to the front rail,  
cabinet joinery, doors, or drawers. 

      
       
                      

4.4 Cabinet Torsion 
 
 4.4.1 Purpose of Test 
 

The test evaluates the structural integrity of the cabinet construction when subjected to torsional 
load. 
 

4.4.2  Test Procedure 
 
The cabinet was supported on three, 3-1/2" X 3-1/2" 
X 4" high (88.9 mm X 88.9 mm X 101.6 mm) hardwood  
blocks, located under the two rear corners and one  
front corner (not more than 6" (152.4 mm) in from each 
support corner. The cabinet was secured, diagonally, 
from the unsupported corner with seven, 50 pound  
(22.68 Kg), solid steel bars (to prevent overturning).  
Four, 50 pound (22.68 Kg), solid steel bars (200  
pounds, 90.7 Kg total) were placed on the unsupported 
corner of the cabinet and left in position for 15 minutes  
(Figure 3). The weights were then removed and the  
cabinet was placed on the floor in its normal, upright,  
position. The cabinet joinery was inspected and the  
cabinet was leveled and measured, diagonally,     
between the corners of the face and the back of the  
cabinet (Table 1).                 

 
 
 

Figure 2 

Figure 3 
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Table 1 

Diagonal Measurements of Cabinet 
Location #1 #2 Difference 

Front 57 57 0 

“ 57 57 0 

Back 59-1/2 59-1/2 0 

“ 59-1/2 59-1/2 0 

 
 

4.4.3 Acceptance Level 
 

When returned to normal position, the operation of the cabinet was normal and there was 
no evidence of permanent damage. The difference between the diagonal measurements 
does not exceed 1/8" (3.175 mm) front or back. 

 

 

5.0 Doors 
 
5.1 Door Hinge Test 
 
 5.1.1 Purpose of Test 
 

The test demonstrates the durability of the door and its hardware (hinge leaf, screws, etc.) to an 
applied load of 200 pounds (90.72 Kg). 
 

5.1.2 Test Procedure 
 
The shelf was removed and weight was placed on  
top of the cabinet to prevent it from overturning. A  
cabinet door was opened 90

o
 and a sling with four  

50 pound (22.68 Kg) weights (200 pounds, 90.72 Kg 
total) was hung over the top of the door, at a point 
12" (394.8 mm) out from the hinge centerline. The  
door was then slowly moved through the full cycle  
of the hinge (up to a 160

o
 arc) (Figure 4). The  

weight was then removed, the door was swung  
through its full intended range of motion, and closed. 
The procedure was then repeated on the other door. 
 

5.1.3 Acceptance Level. 
          

There was no significant permanent distortion 
and the doors operated normally and latched  
properly after the weight was removed.  

 
 
 
 

      Figure 4 
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5.2 Door Impact Test 
 
 5.2.1 Purpose of Test 
 

The test demonstrates the resistance to a 240 inch-pound (27.1 N-m) impact to the door face. 
 

5.2.2 Test Procedure 
 

Six, 50 pound (22.68 Kg) solid steel bars (400  
Pounds, 181.44 Kg total) were placed on top of the  
cabinet (to prevent overturning). A 20 pound  
(9.07 Kg) sand bag was then suspended (from a  
pendulum support) and dropped providing an  
impact of 240 inch-pounds (27.1 N-m) at the  
center of a closed door (Figure 5). 
 

5.3 Acceptance Level  
 
 Door and catch operate normally and show no 
 sign of permanent damage. 
              
       
 

 
5.3 Door Cycle Test 
 
 5.3.1 Purpose of Test 
 

The test demonstrates the ability of the door hinge hardware to withstand 100,000 cycles as a 
reliable measure of longevity. 
 

5.3.2 Test Procedure 
 
A cycling mechanism*, that swings a door through  
an arc of 90

o
, was operated for 100,000 cycles (at a  

speed of less than 15 cycles per minute) (Figure 6). 
* The test was performed in conformance with ANSI  
test procedure A156.9, Grade 1, requirements for  
cycle testing of doors. 
 

5.3.3 Acceptance Level 
 
The door operated for the full 100,000 cycles 
without deterioration that significantly affected 
the function of the door. After completion of the   
test, the door operates freely and without  
binding.        
 

 
 

Figure 5 

 

Figure 6 
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6.0 Drawers 
 
6.1 Drawer Static Load Test 

 
 6.1.1 Purpose of Test 

 
The test demonstrates the ability to support a point load given to the front of the drawer and will 
challenge the drawer suspension system and the attachment of the drawer head to the drawer. 

 

6.1.2 Test Procedure 
 

Eight, 50 pound (22.68 Kg) solid steel bars (400  
Pounds, 181.6 Kg total) were placed on top of the  
cabinet (to prevent over-turning).  A drawer was  
opened to 13" (330.2 mm) of travel and 150 pounds  
(68.04 Kg) was hung from the drawer head, at the  
centerline of the drawer, for 5 minutes (Figure 7).  
The weight was then removed and the drawer was  
operated through the full cycle. 

  

6.1.3 Acceptance Level 
 

There was no interference with the normal operation  
of the drawer and the drawer head remained tightly  
fastened to the drawer.  

 
    

 
6.2 Drawer and Door Pull Test 

 
6.2.1 Purpose of Test 
 
The test evaluates the strength of the pull and the pull hardware. 
 

6.2.2 Test Procedure 
 
The pulls were installed in accordance with the  
manufacturers practice using specified attaching  
hardware and method. A drawer and a door were  
blocked closed and a  force gauge was used to   
apply a force of 50 pounds (22.68 Kg) perpendicular 
to each pull for 15 seconds (Figure 8 and 9). A  
force gauge was then used to apply a 50 pound  
(22.68 Kg) downward force to each pull for 15  
seconds (Figures 10, and 11). 

 
         

 
 

   
 

Figure 7 
 

Figure 8 
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6.2.3 Acceptance Level 
 
Pulls resisted the force and supported the weight and there is no evidence of permanent 
distortion. 

 
 

 
6.3 Drawer Impact Test 
 
 6.3.1 Purpose of Test 
 

The test demonstrates the resistance to impact of the drawer bottom and the slide mechanism. 
 

 

6.3.2 Test Procedure 
 
A drawer was opened to 13" (330.2 mm) of travel and  
then a 10 pound (4.54 Kg) sand bag was dropped,  
from a height of 24" (609.6 mm), into the bottom of  
the drawer, at the centerline of the width of the  
drawer and 6" (152.4 mm) back from the inside face  
of the drawer (Figure 12). 
 
 

6.3.3 Acceptance Level 
 

The drawer was operated through a full cycle 
and it operated normally. There was no visible 
deformation of the drawer.  
 
 

          
 

 
 
 
 
 

Figure 11 
Figure 10     Figure 9  

Figure 12 
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6.4 Drawer Internal Rolling Impact 
 
 6.4.1 Purpose of Test 
 

The test evaluates the strength of the drawer head, bottom, and back as a result of opening and 
closing the drawer with a rolling load. 
 
 

6.4.2 Test Procedure 
 
The drawer was positioned on a table at a 45

o 
angle  

and a 2" (50.8 mm) diameter by 12" (304.8 mm) long  
steel rod, that weighs approximately 10 pounds  
(4.54 Kg), was positioned 13" (330.2 mm) from the  
target impact area such that the rod rolled freely to  
impact the back of the drawer. The back was  
subjected to three impacts and then the drawer was  
reversed and the front was subject to three       
additional impacts (Figure 13).  
    

6.4.3  Acceptance Level      
There are no visible signs of permanent damage. The drawer operated normally when 
returned to the unit. 

 
 
6.5 Drawer Cycle Test 

 
6.5.1 Purpose of Test 
 
The test is intended to replicate years of operation of a drawer under full load. 
 

6.5.2 Test Procedure 
 
Laboratory Load (100 pounds, 45.36Kg)  
A static load of 100 pounds (45.6 Kg) (using ten 10  
pound (4.54 Kg) sand bags) was uniformly distributed  
in a drawer and the force required to activate the  
drawer was measured (Table 2). The drawer was  
then opened from a closed position to a position 
within 1/4" (6.35 mm) of full extension and then  
closed. The procedure was repeated 50,000 times  
at a rate that did not exceed 10 cycles per minute  
(Figure 14). 

       
         
 
 
 

 
 

 
 

Figure 13 

 

  Figure 14 
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Table 2 
 

Load  in Drawer  
(lbs) 

Initial Force  
(lbs) 

Final Force (lbs) %  
change 

100 3.5   

 

6.5.3 Acceptance Level 
 
100 lbs - After the 10,000 cycles were completed, the drawer slides failed and the drawer 
no longer operated freely.  The required 50,000 cycles were not completed. 

 
 
 

9.0 Shelving 
 

9.1.1 Purpose of Test 
 

The test demonstrates the ability of a shelf and mounting hardware to support normal laboratory 
loads. 
 

9.1.2 Test Procedure 
 
The shelf was mounted in the manner in which it was  
designed and a dial indicator was positioned under  
the center of the shelf and adjusted to zero. Twenty  
10 pound (4.54 Kg) sand bags (200 pounds,  
90.72 Kg total) were uniformly distributed on the  
shelf and the deflection was recorded (Figure 15).  
The weight was then removed from the shelf.  

 
 
9.1.3 Acceptance Level       
 
The deflection of the shelf under load = 0.118" (3 mm) which is less than the allowable 
maximum of 0.25" (6.35 mm). There was no significant permanent  
distortion of the shelf. 

 
 
Bjorksten l bit 7 
 
 
 
 
Raymond J. Robey 
Director Research Development and Testing 

 

 

 

    Figure 15 



 

May 29, 2009 

 
SEFA-8-M-2007 TESTS 

 
Performed For: 

 

Jamestown Metal Products 
178 Blackstone Avenue 
Jamestown, NY 14701 

 
 

8.0 Tables 
 
8.1 Description of Test Unit:  
 

Model Number: TBH-6024 

 
8.2 Table Static Load 
 

8.2.1 Purpose of Test 
 
The test challenges the table components to loads that are used in the laboratory. 
 

8.2.2 Test Procedure 
 
A dial indicator was placed under the front apron rail 
of the table and adjusted to zero. The table was then 
loaded using 600 pounds (272.16 Kg) of solid steel  
bars, each weighing 50 pounds (22.68 Kg) (Figure 1). 
The deflection of the front frame rail was measured  
with the load in place. 

 
 

 8.2.3 Acceptance Level 
 

There was no indication of structural damage 
from application of the load. Deflection of the 
front frame rail = 0.056 (1.422 mm) which is less  
than the maximum allowed (1/8”, 3.175 mm). 

         
          

 
 
 
 

Figure 1 
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8.3 Table Racking 
 
 8.3.1 Purpose of Test 
 

The test demonstrates the structural integrity of the table construction when subjected to racking 
load. 

 
8.3.2 Test Procedure 
  
A top, with a block on the underside to prevent it 
from sliding, was placed on the table and the table  
was positioned at a 45

o
 angle, with one pair of legs  

on the floor and the other raised and supported 
(Figure 2). The table remained in that position for 30 
minutes. The table was then lowered and the procedure 
was repeated on the opposite end. 
 
 

8.3.3 Acceptance Level 
 

 When returned to normal position, there was no 
 sign of permanent damage. 
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7.0 Wall Mounted Cabinets 
 
7.1 Description of Test Cabinet:  
 

Model Number: P203-48 (48” X 30” X 12”) 

 
7.2 Load Test 
 

7.2.1 Purpose of Test 
 
The test demonstrates the strength of the back of the wall cabinet. 
 

7.2.2 Test Procedure 
 
Shelf dimensions are 47.5 X 9.5 = 3.13 sq.ft..,  
therefore 13 ten lb. sand bags were used to load the  
cabinet bottom, the cabinet top, and two shelves,  
(~40 lb/sq.ft.).  A total of 520 pounds, (236.4 Kg )  
were placed on the wall cabinet  (Figure 1).  
With the weight in place, the doors were operated  
through their full travel to verify normal operation.  
The weight was removed and the doors were again  
operated through their full travel to verify  
normal operation. 

  
 
 

7.2.3 Acceptance Level 
 
 The doors opened and closed normally with and  

without the weight in place. There is no significant permanent deflection or damage to the 
cabinet, cabinet back, cabinet top, cabinet bottom, or shelf.      
   
 

Figure 1 
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9.0 Shelving 
 
9.1 Shelf Load Test 
 
9.1.1 Purpose of Test 
 
Demonstrate the ability of a shelf and its mounting hardware to support normal laboratory loads. 

 
9.1.2 Test Procedure 
 
Shelf dimensions are 47.5 X 9.5 = 3.13 sq.ft,  
therefore 13 ten lb. sand bags were used to load the  
cabinet shelf, (~40 lb/sq.ft.)  (Figure 2). The deflection  
was measured with a dial indicator.   
 

 
9.1.3 Acceptance Level 
The deflection was 0.244” of an inch which is which is  
less than the allowable maximum of 0.25”. There were  
no signs of permanent damage to the shelf.  
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LABORATORY FURNITURE 

CERTIFICATE OF PERFORMANCE 

To SEFA 8 – 2010 SPECIFICATIONS 

 
 

Jamestown Metal Products                                     Certifies that its laboratory furniture identified  
(Manufacturing Company) 

as Base Cabinet P105-48FX (48” wide, X 35” tall X 21-3/4" Deep)  has been tested in conformance  
    (Test Unit) 

with the full requirements of the SEFA 4
th
 Edition version 1 2010 Recommended Practice with results noted 

below. 
 
 
 
 

TEST 
 

 

TEST RESULTS 

PASS/FAIL 
 

 
TEST 

 

 

TEST RESULTS 

PASS/ FAIL 
 

 
TEST 

 

 

TEST RESULTS 

PASS/ FAIL 
 

 
4.2 
 

Test Not Conducted  
6.2 
 

Test Not Conducted  
9.1 
 

Test Not Conducted 

 
4.3 
 

    Test Not Conducted   
6.3 
 

Test Not Conducted  
10.1 

 

Test Not Conducted 

 
4.4 
 

Test Not Conducted  
6.4 
 

PASS 

 

 
10.2 

 

Test Not Conducted 

 

4.5 
 

Test Not Conducted  
6.5 
 

Test Not Conducted.  
10.3 

 

Test Not Conducted 
 

 
5.1 
 

Test Not Conducted  
6.5 
 

Test Not Conducted.  
10.4 

 

Test Not Conducted 
 

 
5.2 
 

Test Not Conducted  
7.2 
 

Test Not Conducted  
10.5 

 

Test Not Conducted 
 

 
5.3 

 

Test Not Conducted  
8.2 
 

Test Not Conducted   

 
6.1 

 

 

Test Not Conducted  
8.3 
 

Test Not Conducted  

 
 
 

Full documentation of the test results is available upon request in a bound report that includes a 

detailed description of the test unit and procedures, witnessed results, and appropriate drawings 

or photographs of the test unit and procedures.  

 
TESTING COMPANY INFORMATION 
 

 
TEST SUPERVISOR INFORMATION 
 

Name:  Bjorksten l bit 7 
 

Name: Raymond J. Robey 
 

Address: 7 Fen Oak  
 

Title: Director Research Development, Testing 
         Madison, WI 53718 

 
 

Signature:   
 

Telephone: 608-271-6900 
 

COMPANY OFFICER INFORMATION 
 

Fax:  608-224-0455 
 

Name: Raymond J. Robey 
  

 
Title: Director Research Development, Testing 
 

Date: MARCH 11, 2011 
 

Signature:  
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6.5  Drawer Cycle Test 
 

6.5.1 Purpose of Test 
 
The test is intended to replicate years of operation of a drawer under full load. 
 

6.5.2 Test Procedure 
 
Laboratory Load (100 pounds, 45.36Kg)  
A static load of 100 pounds (45.6 Kg) (using ten 10  
pound (4.54 Kg) sand bags) was uniformly distributed  
in a drawer and the force required to activate the  
drawer was measured (Table 2). The drawer was  
then opened from a closed position to a position 
within 1/4" (6.35 mm) of full extension and then  
closed. The procedure was repeated 50,000 times  
at a rate that did not exceed 10 cycles per minute  
(Figure 1). 

       
         

6.5.3 Acceptance Level 
The pull force prior to the test was 4.5 lbs to open and  
2.0 lbs to close. The force at test completion was  
less than 2 lbs. to open and less than 2 lbs to close which  
passes the 8 pound acceptance level. 
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  Figure 1 
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