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lntroduction

I Whet le yogr name?

Name:

2 What ls your omall addrces?

Eln"!!l

Yes

3 What la your organisaÍon?

Organis¡tion:
Antrim and Nevytownabbey Borough council

4 How would you classify your organ¡Eation?

Organ¡satlon type:
Local govemment

Other - please descrlbe here:

Scope

Not sure

Comment box:
what about upholstered fum¡ture in caravans camper vans and mobile homes wh¡ch are not used as dwellings,

6 Do you agroe wlth the proþooals r€lsting to stosp¡ng bags and mattress protectolr (1.e. those wfrich can be put in a washing machlne aresxpllcltly removed from scope and do not have to meot the requiremenûs of the rogulations)?

Yes

Comment box:

7 Do you agree wlth the proposals rolating to cushions and seat pads (¡.s. that they remain excluded from cover teits but the delinition ofthese productr to be speciflsd more ctearly)?

Yes

Comment box:

8 Do you agroo w¡th the proposals relating to outdoo¡ furniturc (i.e. that outdoor furnituru unsuitable for use ¡nE¡de tho home, and clearlylabelled as not comprying wrth the Regulations) should be out of scope ? 
err-ur'er' re¡ ul

Yes

Comment box:

5 The propooed regulations cover any'item of domottic furnitÛre whlch ls ordinarily lntendod for private uso ln a dwelling and comprlses acover fabrrc and a fliling,Do you agree wrth tho revrsod definition of the Rggurat¡on,s scope?

9 Do you agreo with the proposalE relat¡ng to baby products (¡.e. that itoms covefod by covered by BS ENl8g8 (wheeled chllrlconveyances) and BS EN1466 (carry cots and standr) are removed from scope, with padtred praypens treated rn the lame way asmatt¡€ss$)?

Yes

Comment box:



l0 Do you agree wlth the proposed treatment of socond-hand producB (i.o. that they wou¡d bo requircd to boar the r€levant psrmanent
label)?

Yes

Comment box:

Testing

ll Do you agreo to removing the Filllng I option? (¡'e. to rcmove ths optlon to tost where coyors ane placsd d¡rocfly ove¡ the foam filling in
tho final product)

Not sure

Comment box:

l 2 Do you agree that the specif¡cations sot out in the draft Regulations for the teet foam and fibro wrap arc lufflc¡ent to echlevs the
obþctlves of the Rogulations?

Yes

Comment box:

13 Do you agrce that tho r€gurafions should provrde a protocfiy€ cover option?

Yes

Comment box:

14 lfyes, do you agreo with our proposod deftnlt¡on of protectiveness?

Yes

Comment bor:

l5 Do you airee with the proposed requfroments lor compononb clolo to the cover?

Yes

Comment box:

I 6 Do you agreo that there is no nesd for the clgarette test for covslr that pass the revlsed match test?

Yes

Comment box:

17 For business respondents ' Which of the routes to compliance do you expsct to follow for most of your products?

Not Answered

Comment box:

18 For busine3s rsspondents ' what do you expect the lmpact of the tosting propoeals to be on your use of flame rêtardants in covoB?

Not Ansì,ìr€red

Commsnt box:

19 For buslness respondents - what do you expect tñe lmpact of the testlng propGals to be on your overall uce of flame rstardanb?

Not Answered

Comment box:

Traceability and enforcement

20 Do you agree w¡th tho product recordftechnical flle requirements for manufac{ur€ra and importers?

Yes



Commont box:"

2l Do you agfoo wlth the requirements for the eingle permanent label, and tho proposal to rcmoye tho foquiÞmont for addiüonal tlisplaylabel¡?

Yes

Gommont box:

22 what do you think i3 ths most effectlve moans of conveylng the use of flame relardants in the cover of this product eg by toxt, symbol?

Gomment box:
symbol

Other questions

23 Do you agrêo that a 24 mónth transltion period is sufficlent, and that the changes should be reviewÞd in five yeac?

Yes

Comment bor:

2¿l Do you have any other comments on the proposal' or draft regulaflons?

Comm€nt box:

lmpact Assessment

25 Do you agreo wlth our estlmate of raceability tlme in the lmpact AssÒssment - ie ono-off lnput of 16 hours per firm and ongoing peryear time of 4E hours per flrm? lf not can you provide additlonal evfdence to support your answef

Yes

Comment box:

25 How much do you estimato you would says psr yoar from the rsmoval of the cigarotte tect?

Amoünt saved::

Not Ansurered

Comment box:

27 How much do you eatimate you would save per year from Þducod use of llame retardants?

Amount eaved::

Not Answered

Comment box:

;:r:.* 
t* aware of any further cost's.or bênefiß we have not identifled in the lmpact assessmont? ptoa'e support wtth any evidence you

Not Answered

Comment box:

29 To what extent do you agrss that, overall, theso proposals repreaent a reasonablo comprom¡so - bearlng in m¡nd the informa'on in thisconsultation document, feedback on the prevlous (2014) consuttation, and othgr stakeholder input durlng the review?

Strongly agree

Comment box:




