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Êeaocr<qlntroduction

I What is your name?

Name:

Yes

2 What ¡s your Email address?

Fmâil

3 What is your organisation?

Organisation:
West Sussex Fire and Rescue Service

4 How would you classify your organi6ation?

Organ¡sat¡on type:
Local governmen

Other - please describe here:

Fire Servic€

Scope

5 The proposed regulations cover any ¡tem of domestiè furnituro wñich ¡s ordlnarlly lntendod for pr¡vate uce ln a dwelling and comprises a
cover fabric and a filling.Do you agreo with the revised definition of the Regulation'e scope?

Yes

Comment box:

6 Do you agree with the proposals relat¡ng to sleeping bags and mattress protectors (¡.e. those which can be put in a washing machine arÞ
explicitly removed from scope and do not have to meet the requiremenûs of tho rogulations)?

Yes

Comment bor:

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

Yes

Comment box:

I Do you agree with the proposals rolating to outdoor furnituro (i,o. that outdoor furniture unsuitable for use inslde the home, and clearly
labelled as not complying with the Regulations) should be out of scope?

Yes

Comment box:

9 Do you agree with the proposals relating to baby producte (¡.e. that items coverêd by. covered by BS EN1BB8 (wheefed child
conveyances) and BS ENl.l66 (carry cots and stands) are romoved from scope, with padded playpens treated ln the same way as
mattresses)?

Yes

Comment box:



l0 Do you agree with tho proposed troatment of second-hand products (i.e. that they would be requíred to boer tho þleyant permansnt
label)?

YeS

Comment box:

Tèsting

1l Do you agree to removing the Filling I option? (i.o. to remov€ ths option to test whsre covers are placed dlrecfly ovef the foam fllling in
the final product)

Yes

Comment box:

I 2 Do you agroe that the specilications set out ¡n the draft Regulations for the test foam and fibre wrap aro suff¡clent to achleve the
objectives of ths Rogu¡ations?

Yes

Comment box:

I 3 Do you agre€ that the regulations should proyide a protective cover opt¡on?

YeS

Comment box:

14 lf yes, do you agree wlth our proposetl definition of protect¡veness?

Yes 
.

Comment box:

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

Yes

Comment box:

I 6 Do you agree that thero is no need for the cigarette test for covors that pass tho revisod match test?

Yes

Comment box:

l7 For business respondánts - Which of th€ routes to compllance do you expect to follow for most of yôur products?

Protective cover

Comment box:

l8 Foi business respondonts 'what do you expect the impact of th€ testing proposals to be on your uso of flame retardants in coveæ?

Decrease

Comment box:

I 9 For business respondents ' what do you expect the ¡mpact of the testing proposals to be on your overall use of flame retardants?

Not sure

Comment box:

Traceability and enforcement

20 Do.you agree with the product record/technical f¡le requiremgnts for manufacturers and importers?

Yes



Comment box:

2l Do you agres wlth the requirsments for the single permanont label, ând thg proposal to rþmovo thê r€qulrement for addit¡onal display
labels?

Yes

Comment bor;

22 What do you think is the most effect¡ve means ot convoying the use of flame retardante in the,cover of this produat og by text, symbol?

Comment box:

symbol

Other questions

23 Do you agrse that a 24 month transition period is sufficient, and that tho changes should be reviewed in five years?

Yes

Gomment box:

24 Do you have any other commsnts on the proposals ôr draft regulations?

Comment bor:

lmpact Assessment

25 Do you agreo with our estimate ôf traceability time in the lmpact Assessment - ie one-off input of 16 hours per firm and ongoing per
year time of 48 hours per firm? lf not can you provide additional evidence to support your answer?

Yes

Comment box:

26 How much do you estimate you would save per year from the removal of the c¡garette tost?

Amount saved::

Not sure

Comment box:

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

Amount saved::

Not sure

Comment box:

28 Are you aware of any furthêr costs or bonetits we have not ident¡f¡ed in the impact assessment? please support wlth any evidence you
have.

Not sure

Gomment box:

29 To what extent do you agrse that, overall, these proposals represent a reasonable compromise - bearing in mlnd the information in this
consultation document, feodback on the previous (2014) consultatlon, and other stakoholdor input during the review?

Strongly agree

Comment box:


