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Submitted to Fumiture and fumirhings fire safety rogulatlons: proposed changes (2016)

Submitted on 2Ol6-ll-ll 12:39t41

lntroduction

I What Is your name?

I\¡añâ'

2 Yvhet is your emall addresg?

EñåiI:

Yes

3 What ls your organlsation?

Organlsation:
Artsana Uk LTD

4 Howwould you classlfy your organisation?

Organisation type:
Manufacturer

Oth€r - pléase deacribe her€;

Scope

5 Tho proposed regulatiom covor any ltem of domestic fumlture which ís ordlnarily intended for private uae in a dwelling and comprises a
covsr fabrlc and a filling.Do you agroo wlth the revl¡etl definition of the Regulatlon's scope?

Yes

Comment box:

6. Do you agros with the propGalt rolating to sleoping bags and mattr€ss protectors (i.e. those which can be put ¡n a washang machlne aro
explicltly romoved from scope and do not haye to meet the requlroments of the regulatlons)?

Yes

Comment box:

7 Do you agree with the proposals relatlng to cushions and seat pads (i.e, that they remain excluded from coyor t€sts but the d€f¡nition of
those producls to be specilied more clearly)?

Yes

Comment box:

E Do you agree wlth the proposals relating to outdoor furnlture (i.e. that outdoor furnituru unsuitable for use in¡ide the homs, and clearly
labelled es not complying wlth ths Regulations) should be out of scope?

Yes

Commont box:

9 Do you agreo wlth tho proposal6 relating to baby products (i.e. that itsms coyered by covered by BS ENl888 (wñeoled ch¡ld
corweyancss) and BS EN1466 (carry cots and stands) are removed from acope, with padded playpens tpated in the same way as
mattreoser)?

Yes

Commont box:

Ç



lO Do you agree wlth tho propo6od trsatment of socond-hand products (¡.o. that they would be requi¡ed to bear tho rslevânt permanent

labol)?

Yes

Cómmont box:

Testing

1,l Do you agreo to rumoving tho F¡lllng 1 option? (i.e. to rsmove tho optlon to t6st whsre covel3 aro placed dlrec'tly ovor the foam f¡lling ¡n

the flnal product)

Yes

Comment box:

I 2 Do you agree that the ¡pocifications aet out in the draft Regulatlons for tho test foam and fibre wrap are suffic¡snt to ach¡eve the

oblectives of the Regulatlons?

Yes

Commont box:

I 3 Oo you agree that the rþgulatlons should provlde a protoctiv€ cover optionà

Not sure

Comment box:

14 lf yes, do you agree wlth our proposed def¡n¡tfon of protectivenecs?

Not Ansurered

Comment box:

15 Do you agree with the proposod requiroments lor components close to the cover?

Not sure

Comment box:

, 16 Do you agrso that thore ¡s no neod for the cigaretto test for coyoÉ that pass the rsvl¡ed match tæt?

Not sure

Comment box:

17 For buslness respondents - Whlch of the routes to compliance do you expect to follow for most of your products?

Not sure

Comment box:

l8 For business respondents - What do you expect tho impact of the tÖsting proposals to be on your use of flame þtardantE in cover¡?

Not gure

Gomment box:

19 For businoss ræpondents - What do you expsct tho impact of the te3tlng proposals to be on your ovorall use of flame reterdanb?

Not sure

Comment box:

Traceability and enforcement

20 Do you egree with the product recordttechnlcal file requirements for manufactutst¡ and importers?

Not sure



'n'-Ç

Commsntbox: ' !

21 Do you agroo w¡th tho requ¡remont8 for the slngle pormanent label, and the proposal to Þmovê the Þqutrement for add¡t¡onal dbplay
labels?

Not sure

Comment box:

22 VInú do you th¡nk i8 the most effectlve means of conyeylng the use of flame r€tardants ln the covor of th¡s produc{ og by text, lymbol?

Comment box:
Symbol tag

Other questions

23 Do you agree that a 24 month transition perlod is suff¡cleng and that the changee ahould be revlewed in five years?

Not sure

Comment box:

24 Do you haye any other comments on the propoeals or drEft regulatlons?

Comment box:

we urould like to regular updates regarding any changes regarding BPA. We have not received any additional supporting materlal prior to I 1th November to assist
qs ¡n the dec¡sion regarding Fire Safety regulat¡ons. we u/ould advise in future for a conference to be held to explain this matter fully and to answer any e&A in a
forum.

lmpact Assessment

25 Do you agree with ou¡ e¡timate of tracoabllfty time in the lmpact Assessmsnt - ío one-off lnput of 16 hours pêr firm and ongoing per
year time of 48 hour¡ per farm? lf not can you provide additlonal evldsnco to sa¡pport your answsr?

Not sure

Commenl box:

26 How much do you ost¡mate you would rave per year from the romoyal of the cijarette test?

Amount saved::

Not sure

Commcnt box:

27 How much do you estlmaûe you would sav6 por year from rsduced u¡e of flams retardants?

Amount !åved::

Not sure

Comment bor:

28 Are you awaro of any furthor costs or bensfits w€ havo not ldentifled in th€ ¡mpact assessment? Plsas€ support wlth any evidence you
have.

Not sure

Comment box:

29 To what extent do you agreg that, overall, these propotals repreeent a reasonable compromise - bearing ln mind ihe lnformailon in this
consi¡ltatlon document, feedback on the prevloul (20f 4) consultatlon, and other stakeholder input during the review?

Not sure

Comment box:




