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lntroduction

I What is your name?

Name:

2 What is your omail address?

Ema¡l:

Yes

3 What is your organisation?

Organisatlon:

Norh Wales Fire and Rescue Service

4 How would you class¡fy your organ¡sation?

Organisat¡on type:
Local government

Other - please describe here:

Scope

5 The propoEed regulatlons covor any item of domostic furniture which is ordinarily intended for private use ¡n a dwelling and comprlseÈ a
cover fabric and a filling.Do you agreo wlth the revised deflnltion of the Regulation's scope?

Yes

Comment box:

6 Do you agrgo wlth tho proposals relating to sleeping bags and mattross protectors (i.ê. those whlch can be put Ín a washing machine ar€
explicitly removed from scope and do not have to meet the requirements öf the regulations)?

Yes

Comment box:

as they are regularly washed the f¡re retardant chemicals will be wasted and released quickly into the environment.

7 Do you agree with the proposals relating.to cushions and seat pads (i.e. that they rsmain excluded from cover tests but the clefinifion of
these þroducts to be specified more clearly)?

Yes

Comment box:

I Do you agree with'the proposals relating to outdoor furniture (i.e. that outdoor furnlture unsuitablo for use inside the home, end clearly
labelled as not comply¡ng wlth the Regulations) should be out of scope?

Yes

Comment box:

9 Do you agree wlth the proposals relating to baby products (¡.e. that ltems covered by coyered by BS ENlggg (whsolsd chifd
conveyances) ancl BS ENl466 (carry cots and stands) are removed from scope, with padded playpens treated in fhe same way as
mattressos)?

No

Comment box:

There have been some serious fires where baby products have been the item f¡rst ignited so woufd like to see these either rema¡n within the regulations or have



the BS enhanced to include appropriate fìre safety measures to reduce accldental or deliberate ignition.

{o Do you agree with the propo'sed treatment of second.hand products (i.e. that thsy would be required to bear the relevant permansnt

label)?

Ye9

Comment box:

The label is often removed by owners rendering the item unable to be resold so the label des¡gns should be changed to prevent easy removal as people do not

buy a sqfa w¡th an eye on re-selling it afterwards. Too many end up hav¡ng to be recycled rather than reused

Testing

I I Do you agrse to removing the Filling I option? (i.e. to removo the option to test where cover8 are placed directly ovor tho foam lilling in

the final product)

Not sure

Comment box:

I 2 Do you agr€e that the spêcificat¡ons set out in the draft Regulations for the test foam and fibre wrap are sufficient to achieve the

objectives of the Regulations?

Not sure

Gomment box:

I 3 Do you agree that tho regulations should provide a protectlve cover opt¡on?

Not sure

Comment bor:

14 lf yes, do you agree with our proposed dofinition of protectiveness?

Not sure

Comment box:

l5 Do you agre€ with the proposed requiroments for components close to tho cover?

Not sure

Comment box:

f6 Do you agree that thore is no neod for the cigarette test for covors that pass the revlsed match test?

Yes

Comment box:

1Z For business respondsnts - Which of the routes to compliance do you expoct to follow for most of your products?

Not Answered

Comment box:

lg For business respondents - What do you expect the impact of the tssting proposals.to be on your use of flame rotardantrs in covers?

Not Answered

Comment box:

19 For businoss respondents - What do you expoct tho lmpact of the testing proposals to be on your overall úse of flame retardants?

Not Answered

Comment box:

Traceability and enforcement



20 Do you agree with the product rþcord/techn¡cal fils rcqulrsments for manufacturee and import€rs?

Yes

Comment box:

2l Do you afires w¡th the requirements for the single permanent label,'and the propocal fo r€movo tho rsquirement for addit¡onal display
labels?

Yes

Comment box:

Lab€ls may need to be duplicated or changed to prevent easy removal so that the items can be reused

22 What do you think is thê most effectlyo msans of convoying the use of flame retardanÉ in thê cover of this product eg by text, symbol?

Comment box:

text

Other questions

23 Do you agr€e that a 24 month transitlon period i3 sufficient, and that the changes should be reviewed in live years?

Yes

Commênt box:

24 Do you have any other comments on the proposats or draft regulàtions?

Comment box:
NWFRS would welcome any reduct¡on in the unnecessary use of toxic chemicals by manufacturers that does not impact on safety of people in the¡r homes.

lmpact Assessment

25 Do you agree with our estimate of traceability timê ¡n tho lmpact Assêssment - ie one-off input.of 16 hours per f¡rm and ongoing per
yeer time of 48 hours per firm? lf not can you pròvide additlonal evidsnce to support your answer?

Not sure

Commênt box:

26 How ¡nuch do you estfmate you would save per year from the romoval of the cigarette test?

Amount saved:

Not sure

Comment box:

27 How much do you estimate you would save per year from reduced u¡e of flame retardants?

Amount saved::

Not sure

Comment bor:

28 Are you awaro of any further costs or benefils ws have not identified in ths impact assessment? Pleass support wlth any evidence you
have,

Not sure

Comment box:

29 To wttat extent do you agree that, overall, those proposals represent a reaeonable compromise - bearing in mind the information in this
consultatfon document, feedback'on the previous (2014) consultation, and other stakeholder input cluring the review?

Agree

Comment box:




