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Brussels: 10 November 2016

Obiect: Pinfa comments on the "Co1lltation on updating the Furniture and Fumishings(lire¡ (Safety) Regulalons" By the llK Departmentior guãiness, Energy and lndustrial
Strategy, dated 14th Sept. 2016.

Respondent Organisation :

pinfa - the Phosphorus, lnorganic and Nitrogen Ftame Retardants Association
(a sector Group within cefic, the European chemicat lndustry council)

Respondent type: Eusrness represenfa tive organization / trade body

Consultation questions

Questions on scope

-91- Do you agree with the revised definition of the Regutation,s scope?
YES /NE/ NET SURE

Q2 Do you agree with the proposals relating to sleeping bags and mattress protectors (i.e. those whichcan be put in a washing mach¡ne are explicitly.removed from scope ano ão not have to meet therequirements of the regulations)?
YES / NO / NOT SURE

Q3 Do you agree with the proposars rerating to cushions and seat pads (i.e. that they remain excruded
from cover tests but the definition of these products to be specified àore clear$?

YES / NO / NOT SURE

Q4 Do you agree with the proposals relating to outdoor furniture (i.e. that outdoor furniture unsuitable for
use inside the home, and clearly labelled as not complying w¡in tne Regulations) shoutd be out ofscope?

YES / NO / NOT SURE

Q5 99 you agree with the proposals relating to baby products (i.e. that items covered by covered by BSENl888 (wheeled child conveyances) and BS gÑt¿es (carry cots and stands) are removed from

YES / NO / NOT SURÊ

Q6 po.you agree with the proposed treatment of second-hand products (i.e. that they would be required
to bear the relevant permanent label)?

YES / NO / NOT SURE

Questions on testing
Q7 Do you agree to removing the Filling I option?
YES / NO / NOT SURE
Pinfa suppotts the proposal to madify the smalt flame test for fabrics, fo fesf alt fabrics with a ftammable, air-containing
layer between the fabric and the foam to simulate the reat-life situation of furniture in use where fabrics cannot over
time be guaranteed to remain atways ctosety hetd to foams without air abte to feed u pn""øf" fire.- 

--

Q8 Do you agree that the specifications set out in the draft Regulations for the test foam and fibre wrap
are sufficient to achieve the objectives of the Regulations?

YES/NO/ NOTSURE
Comments:

!h9 fibre wrap density and the flammabitity of the fibre itself shoutd be specified, in order to simutate an air gap
between the foam and the cover materiat (see e7)



a .iì

prn.f a

Q9a)Doyouagreethattheregulationsshou|dprovideaprotectivecoveroption?
Y E S'J+IO+-N€!T-S'I¡RE
Comments
protective covers contribute to fire safety but shourdöe used in combination with fire safety treated (cM) foam'

because furt protection by covers cannot be guî^';;ilõii, t¡me ¡r aimige or wear resuits in perforafr'on, fioles' /oss

of barrier at sewn joins. tf protective cov?r: "n 
*"a, ¡t shoutd ø" nquiiüãinat thï cover not onry the visibre parts of

the furniture, but atso øàci<s-ana undersides, which can be expgsed to fire sources'

Qgb) lf yes, do you agree with our proposed definition of protectiveness?

YES/NO7 NOT SURE

QloDoyouagreewiththeproposedrequirementsforcomponents'closetothecover?
ieð'-+to+-+¡o+su*e

QrlDoyouagreethatthereisnoneedforthecigarettetestforcoversthatpasstherevisedmatchtest?
YESJ+IO]-NO+-SITRE

B;ä1ä:"" that where a smat! name test is regui'?!'.then an-additionifri:':å::ürÏ!fi:#:::;:ifri::Êi:"rr*,
required. Anhough thr*;;';î* io,^" o.rglgrøir-iÃËn por" a r¡e r¡ii wln i imotiering cigarette but reslsr a smatt

ftame, these "r" 
unu"i"ui,"rá tnálln, ad¿¡t¡onât1es,tíig do"t not appear to be fullv iustified'

For öuslness resPondenfs :

Q12 which of the routes to compliance do you expect to follow for most of your products?

No comments

Qî3a Whatdoyouexpecttheimpactofthetestingproposalstobeonyouruseofflameretardantsin
covers?

No comments

Ql3bwhattloyouexpecttheimpactofthetestingproposalstobeonyouroveralluseofflameretardants?
tierease / Ðeereaâe / Ne Ghange / Not sure

fffi,|l, to amendins the rirerests, rlg resu,t!t:! :!::t::::!:i^:!,"t'y..?'d "l::i:!: !:" 
or rtame retardants

with better environment and heanh profites *nrci 
^ã¡ri"in 

fire safety "ilt¡r" 
protection at today's high levels'

Questions on traceability and enforcement

rd / technical file requirements for manufactu¡ers and importers?
Ql4 Do you agree with the product record 

' 
tecnnlcal rrrtt rr"qu

No comments

Ql5aDoyouagreewiththerequirementsforthesinglepermanentlabel,andtheproposaltoremovetheq rvs 
ãqú¡tôtã"t for additional display labels?

YESJ+IOJ-NE+€URE

QlsbWhatdoyouthinkisthemosteffectivemeansofconveyingtheuseofflameretardantsinthecoverof
this Product eg'bY text, sYmbol?

Comments -:2. rL^r ta^ ^¿a¡'tt¡t annteinc n " to improve fire safety'
Most and foremost, the text should specify that the product contains flame retardants in ardet,

Manufacturers shourd have the option to ,p"rìi'in['tvpe orlamlyt_{raant used and whether the ftame retardants are

conform to independe;;i"b;i; ;;ttundards, |,,ici ãs'o"xoTex 100 or other recognised labets' or if the flame

,"táidart" have been atpproved for e'g' skin contact'

Other questions on the ProPosals

ei6 Do you agree that a 24 month transition period is sufficient, and that the changes shourd be reviewed

in five Years?
Left blank
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QlTDoyouhaveanyothercommentsontheproposalsordraftregulations?
Comments
Fire safety shoutd not be compromised. rhe sfudies carried out for Bts show that the Furniture Fire safety

Regutations have been effective in saving t¡veilid iropefty Po1;sib-!e public concerns about flame retardant safety

shoutd be addressed as a function of their spec¡fic iroieñ¡ås.:,totat flame retardant toading is not indicative of

environmentat or neatti tla,riÁ"iøit snóut¿ ie'continued to identtfy and ensure the use of flame retardants with

better environment ana nà'aitn profites. .Taking 
ffrese considerations iito account, we confirm our support af policies

in¡cn enaøte the tever ;;f;;"t;;;ii tõ ø,i^"int"ined with more flexible and/or more economical approaches'

Questions on the lmpact Assessment

Q2oHowmuchdoyouestimateyouwou|dsaveperyearfromreduceduseofflameretardants?
Left blank

e21 Are you aware of any further costs or benefits we have not identified in the impact assessment?

Pleaêe support with any evidence you have'

Left blank

Q22 To what extent dO you agree that, overall, these proposals represent a reasonable compromise -
bearinq in mind the information in this cónsultaüon'document, feedback on the previous (20141

ãã"=uñ"tion, àna other stakeholder input during the review?

Strongly agree

Add comment if possible (this is not,'anticipated,, in the reply form):

pinfa considers that the proposals witt maintain fire safety whilst enabting more flexible fire safety approaches by

industry subiect to the comments made above:

- the covering r;*¡ñ snou¿ be fire tested with a ftammabte/air gap overfoam., not directly against foam,

- cM toam ¡rire'sìaieùäiui"iø foam) shoutd continue to be a requirement in attfurniture covered by the

Regutations, ¡i oi¿"i to t¡^it the fire dânìger or uphotstered_fumiture yh979 a smalt fire develops in other

househotd coiteiti tea¿¡ng to breach tn"" r¡r, piotection of covering textiles or barriers, or where this

protection is not functional due to wear or damage

we hope that these comments wilt be hetpful and remain at your disposition for any further question and exchange

with you.

Best regards,

For fuñher enquiries, please contact:

Pinfa Sec¡e¡ù y ttertêrâl
cefic, av. E. van Nieuwenhuyse, 4 (Box 2)

B-1160 Brusse/s - Belgium

About pinfa:
pinfa is the Phosphorus, lnorganic and Nitrogen Flame Retardants Assoclafion and is a secfor Group within

Cefic, the European Cnem¡cãt hdustry Couñcil. pinfa represents the.manufacturers and users of non-

hatogenated phospnoruî, iioigrü" 
"nd 

nitrog"n'ftame retardants (PlN FRs)' www'pinfa'orq




