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lntroduction

I What is your name?

Name:

Yes

2 What is your email addres¡?

EmaÍl:

3 What þ your organlsation?

Organisat¡oni
Bingley Textile Suppties Ltd

4 .How would you classify your organlsation?

Organisat¡on type:
Manufacturer

Other - please describe here:
Textile Manufacturer

Scope

Yes

Comment box:

6 Do you agroe with the proposalc relating fo sleoping bags and mattress protectolr (1.e, those which can be put in a wa3h¡ng machine areexplicitly romoved from scope and do not havo to meet the requirsmonts of ths regulatioß)?

Yes

Comment box:

7 Do you agr€s with the propocals rolating to cush¡ons and seat pads (i.e. that they remafn excluded from cover tests but the delinltion ofthese products to be cpecified more clearly)?

Yes

Comment box:

8 Do you agfee w¡th the proposals relating to outdoof fufnituf€ (¡.o. that outdoor furnlturc unsu¡table for use lnside tho homs, and clearlylabelled as not complying with the Regurations) shourd be out of ecope?

Yes

Commént box:

5 The proposed regulations cover any ltsm of domeetic furniture which ¡s ordinarfly intendod for private uso ¡n a dwelllng and comprlses acover fabric and a filling.Do you agree wlth the revised definlfion of tho Regulation,s scope?

9 Do you agrse with the proposals rolating to baby pfoducts (i.e. that items covo¡ed by covered by BS EN,lssg (wheeled chitdconveyances) and BS EN1466 (carry cots and stande) are removed from scope, with padded playpens tÞated in the same way asmattre$os)?

Yes

Comm€nt box:



l0 Do you agree with the proposed tÞatment of second-hand products (i.e. that they would be rsqu¡rod to boar the r€levånt pomanent
label)?

Not sure

Comment box:

Testing

ll Do you agr€o to.removing the Filling I option? (i.e. to remove the opt¡on to test where coyelt are placed d¡recily over the foam f¡lllng in
the final product)

Yes

Comment box:

l2 Do you agroe that the specificatlons set out in the draft Regulations for the tegt foam,and fibre wrap are suff¡cient to echleve the
obJoctives of the Rogulatlons?

Not sure

Gomment bor:

l 3 Do you agree that the r€gulaflons should provide a protocflye cover option?

Yés

Comment bor:

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

Not sure

Comment box:

15 Do you agree with tho proposorl requ¡rements for components close to the cover?

No

Commont bor:
we afe a plping cord manufacturer, and it makes up over 60% of our business. Piping cofd is an optional item (e.g. ¡t does not stabilise or strengthen any part of
any sofa i mattress / cush¡on etc), and can easily be laken out of a design.

The product will more than double in cost to us, as a result of the FR addit¡ve that r¡/e'd have to buy with our raw materials. ln aiCdition to this, around 4e"7o ol our
Pip¡ng Cord ¡s made from Paper. There is no possibility of making this F¡re Relardant.

As a result, we expecl to loose a lot of our Piping cord business, which is the bulk of what we do. we cannot understand why piping cord would be in the scope,
when its covered by another fabric. lncluding P¡ping Cord in the scope could very easily kill ou¡ business.

16 Do you agreo that thsrs is no ng€d for the cigarotts test for covêrs that pa33 tho revi¡ed match test?

Yes

Comment box:

17 For business respondente - Which of the routes to compliance do you expect to follow for most of your products?

Not sure

Comment box:

I believe our raw materials would have to have an additive, rather than a cover.

l8 For business respondents - What do you expect the impact of the testing proposals to bo on your uae of flame retardants in coveæ?

No change

Comment box:

I 9 For business respondonts ' What do you expect tho impåct of the testing propo3als to be on your overall use of flame rotardants?

lncrease



Comment box:

Traceability and enforcement

20 Do you agre€ wlth tho product recordltechnical flle roquirements for manufactur€,= and lmporters?

Not sure

Comment box:

ä"?""/* 
agree wlth the requirements forthe llngle permanent label, and the pfoposal to romove the requlrement fof addifional display

No

Comment box:

22 what do you think is the most effectlve means of conveylng the use of flame rotardants in the cover of this product og by toxt, eymbol?

Comment box:

Other questions

23 Do you agree that a 24 month transition period is sufficient, and that the changes should be revies,sd in flv€ yoaF?

No

Comment box:
I do not agree that the chariges should come into effect for P¡ping cord. lf these changes do happen, I would want a review within the f¡rst 24 months, not 5 yeafs,as I feel that it'd give us enough data to catagorically say "th¡s is work¡ng" or "th¡s is relevant for piping cords,,.

24 Do you have any other commont. on the proposaf¡ or draft regurations?

Comment box:
I can',t stress enough how much of an impact lhis will have on our business. we have over 35 machines producing a paper piping cord, that would becomeobsolete' we also have another 35 machines making a washable piping cord, and I would predict thal we,d loose a lot of customers on the part of the business.Clearly that would havê an impact on our ability to trade / hire stafi etc.

I would request thåt Pip¡ng cord becomes ex€mpt from the regulations, as the piping cofd itself is switched into a fire retardant cover. pip¡ng cord makes such asmall percentage of any given sofa / bed etc, that it ¡sn't going to be the product that causes the whole house to go up in flames.

lmpact Assessment

25 Do you agree wlth our sstimate of traceabiliÇ time in the lmpact A$essment - ie one-off input of 16 houns por flrm and ongoing peryear time of 48 hours per firm? lf not can you provide additional evldence to support your answer?

Not Answered

Coniment box:

26 I'low much do you estimate you would saye per year from tho romoval of thê cfgarotto test?

Amount saved::
0

Nothing

Gomment box:

27 How much do you estimate you would save per year from rcduced use of flame rotardants?

Amount saved;:
0

Nothing

Comment box:
we dont use Flame Retardants now, and we would have to ADD them to our product. covers are not fèasible, so FR goods would go from o to approx 1o tonne amonth-



28 Are you aware of any furthsr cæts or beneflts ws havo not ldentified ¡n tho impact a¡secsment? please aupport wlth any evldence you
have.

Yes

Comment box:
Ralv material cost fior our bus¡ness will double (we have 1 customer who has tâken an FR-based p¡p¡ng cord, and so riræ had to look into the cost ourselves).
lnvoices available on request.

29 To whet extent do you agroe that, overall; these propoEal! represent a reasonable compromise - bearing ln m¡nd the lnformation in this
concultatlon document, feedback on the prevlous (2014) consultatlon, and other ¡takeholder input during the ngview?

Strongly disagree

Comment box:
As I mentioned earl¡er: I believe these changes would cripple our business - and so although these changes may help someone somewhere, it clearly ¡sn,t a
comparison thát helps us.

ln addit¡on, the report already states that fire safety is strong in the UK. ïhis seems to be a non-issue..


