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Response tD ANON-F7WP-29KY-K Èeooæas

submitted to Fumiture and fufnrshrngs f¡fe safety reguratione: propo¡sd.changer (2016)
Submitted on 2Ol6-i i .l 1.09:16:03

lntroduction

I What is your name?

Name:

I Do you agre€ with the propocals relating to outdoor furniture (i.e. that outdoor furniture unsulúabts for use ¡ns¡de ths home, and ciearlylabelled as not complying with the Regulations) should be out of scope?

2 What is your email address?

Email:

Yes

3 What is your organisat¡on?

O¡ganlsation:
Cfockwork Components

4 How would you claseify your organisatÍon?

Organ¡sation type:
Small business (1 O to 49 staff)

.Other 
- please describe h€re:

Scope

Yes

Comment box:

Ye9

Gomment box

7 Do you agres wlth tho proposals relatlng to cush¡ons and seat pads (¡.e. that they romain excruded from covor tests but tho dsfrnition ofthese producte to be Bpecrtied moro crearry)? 
Y^vrsveu rrvrrr

Yes

Comment box:

5 The proposod regulat¡ons covor any itom ol domætic furniture wh¡ch l8 ordinarily intendgd for private u3e ¡n a dwelll4g and comprises acover fabrlc and a fllllng.Do you agros with the revised definfÍon of the Regulation,s rcope? 
- ' r' ' - -'- !

6 Do you agres w¡th tho proposals relating to sloep¡ng bags and mattress protecto]3 (i.e. thbse s,hich can bE put in a washlng machine arcexplicltly romoyod from scópe and do not have to meot the requirsments oi the regurations¡?

Yes

Comment box:

Yes

Comment box:

9 Do you agree wlth tho proposals relat¡ng to baby products (i.e. that items coverod by covered by Bs ENt888 (wheeled child

;å:i"::ï' 
and BS ENl466 (carry cots and stands) are remoyed rrom scope, with padded praypens treated in rhe same way as



I 0 Do you agro€ with the propoeed troatment of socond-hand products (i.e. that they vyould bo required to boar the felovant pofmanont
label)?

Yes

Comment box:

Testing

I I Do you agre€ to removing the Filling I option? (i'e. to remove the option to teat where covens aro placed direcily ovor the foam fllling inthe final product)

Not sure

Gomment box:

12 Do you agroe that the spocifications set out in the draft Regulations for the tæt foam and fibre wrap are sufflclont to ach¡ovg theobjectives of the Regulafions?

Not sure

Comment box:

13 Do you agre€ that tho rcgurations shourd provide a protecfive cover opflon?

Yes

Comment box:

14 lf yes, do you agree with our proposecl doflnition of protectiveness?

Yes

Comment box:

15 Do you agreo with the proposed requirements for components close to the cover?

Not sure

Comment box:
This may be diff¡cult for some components heavily relied upon by the upholstery industry, eg Elast¡c Webbing

16 Do you agree that thero is no nsed for the c¡garette test for coveÉ that pass the roy¡sod match test?

Yes

Comm€nt box:

l7 For business respondents - whfch of the routos to compliance do you expect to follow for most of your products?

Not sure

Comment box:

l8 For business respondents ' what do you expêct ths impact of the testing proposals to be on your use of flame retardants in covers?

Not sure

Comrnent box:

19 For bus¡ness respondonts ' what do you expect tho impact of the testíng proposals to bê on your overall use of flame retardants?

Not sure

Gomment box:

Traceability and enforcement

20 Do you agr€e wlth the product record/technlcal file requiremenûs for manufacturec and importers?

Yes
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Comment box:

iåj,Jr*' 
agree wlth the requirements for tho single petmanent label, and the proposar to Þmove the requirement for add¡tionar crispray

Yes

Comm€nt box:

22 trlhal do you thlnk is the most offect¡ve means of conveying the use of flame retardantrs in the cover of this product eg by text, symbol?
Comment box:
Hang tag attached to product with a clearly marked symbol

Other questions

23 Do you agree that a 24 month transition period is sufficient, and that the changes should be reviewsd ¡n five years?
Yes

Comment bor:

24 Do you have any other comments on the proposals or draft regulations?

Comment box:

ffJ::lj:î" 
t"v still be a need for some exclusions given the reliance on some particutar products in production. How witf trimm¡ng items, tike paper piping cord

lmpact Assessment

25 Do you agr€€ wfth ouf sstimate of tracsability t¡me in the lmpact Assessmont - ie one-off input of 16 hours per f¡rm and ongoing poryear tlme of 48 hours por f¡rm? lf not can you provide addit¡onar evidence to support your answsr?

Not sure

Gomment box:

26 How much do you ost¡mate you would save por year from the removaf of the cigarette test?

Amount saved::

Not sure

Comment box:

27 How much do you eetimate you would save per year f¡om reduced use of flame retardants?

Amount saved::

Not sure

Comment box:

28 Are you aware of any further costs or benefits we have not identifiecr in the rmpact assessmênt? piease support with any evidence youhave.

No

Comment box:

Not sure

Gomment box:

29 To what extent do you agree that, overall, these proposals represent a reasonable compromlse - bear¡ng in mind the information in thisconsultation document, fe€dback on the previous (2014) consultation, and other stakeholder input during the review?




