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lntroduction

I What ic your name?

Nama:
Qe¿øea

2 What is your email address?

Email

No

3 What is your organþation?

Organi3ation:
Scottish Fire and Rescue Servicce

4 How would you classify your organisation?

Organisat¡on type:
Other (please describe)

Other - please describe here:
Public service f¡re safety

Scope

5 The propossd regulations cover any item of domestic furnlture which is ordinarily intended for private uss in a dwelllng and comprisars a
cover fabrlc and a fllling.Oo you agres wlth the revlsed definitlon of the Regulation,s scope?

Yes

Comment box:

6 Do you agree wlth the proposals relatfng to slooping bags and mattress proteciorc (i.e. those whlch can bo put in a washing machine are
explicitly removed from scope and do not have to meet the requirements of the regulatione)?

Yes

Comm€nt box:

7 Do you agree with the proposals relating to cush¡ons and seat pads (i.e. that they remain exciuded from cover tssts but the definltion of
these products to be specified morg cloarly)?

Not sure

Comment bor:

8 Do you agree with the proposals rolating to outdoor lurniture (f.e. that outdoor furn¡ture unsuitable for use inside the home, and clearly
labelled as not complying with the Rsgulations) should be out ot,scope?

Not sure

Gomment box:

9 Do you agres w¡th the proposafs relat¡ng to baby products (i.o. that items covered by covered by BS ENlg88 (wheeled child
conveyancês) and BS EN1466 (carry cots and stands) are romoved from scope, with paclded playpens tþâted in the same way as
mattrssses)?

Yes

Comment box:



l0 Do you agres wlth the proposed treatmsnt of socond-hand products (i.e. that they urould be required to bðaf the Þleyant pefmanent
labelt?

Yes

Comment box:

Testing

l1 Do you agres to removíng the Filling I option? (i'e. to rêmovo the opt¡on to test where covel1s ere placed direcfly over tho foam filling inthe final product)

Not sure

Comment box:

1 2 Do you agree that the spêcifications set out ln the draft Regulations for the test foam and fibre wrap aro $uf¡cisnt to achievs theobjectíves of the Regulafions?

Yes

Comment bor:

13 Do you agree that the Þgurat¡ons shourd provide a protecflve cover option?

Yes

Comment box:

14 lf yês, do you agree rvith our proposed deflnltion of protect¡vsness?

Yes

Comm€nt Þox:

15 Doyou agree with tho proposed requirements for compononts crose to the cover?

Yes

Comment box:

16 Do you agree that there is no need for the cigarette test for covers that pass the revised match test?

Not sure

Comment box:

17 For busineas respondents 'whích of the rout$ to compliance do you expect to follow for most of your products?

Proteciirc cover

Gomment box:

18 For business rsspondonte - what do you oxpect the ¡mpact of the testing proposals to be on your use of flame retardants in covers?

No change

Comment box:

I 9 For busfness reapondênts - what do you expect the impact of the testing proposals to be on your overall use of flame retardants?

No change

Comment box:

Traceability and enforcement

20 Do you agree $tlth the product recordltechnical file requirements for manufactureñs and importe¡3?

Yes



Comment box:

2l Do you agno€ wlth the requirements for tho single pormanent label, and the proposal to rcmove lhe rcquirement for addiüonal d¡splay
labels?

Yes

Gomment boxì

22 What do you think is the most qffective means of conveying the uso of flame rotardants in the cover of this product og by text, symbol?

Comment box:
A clear and understandable symbol is prefened as text may câuse confus¡on to those who may use products but don't speak English

Other questions

23 Do you agree that a 24 month transition period is sufficiênt, ànd that the changgs should be revieured in five years?

Yes

Comment box:

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

Comment box:
No

lmpact Assessment

25 Do you agrse wlth our estimate of traceabil¡ty t¡me ¡n the. lmpact Assessment - ie one-off input of 16 hours per firm and ongoing per
year time of 48 hourc per firm? lf not can you provid€ add¡tional evidence to support your angwer?

Not sure

Comment box:

26 How much do you eatlmate you would save per year from the removal of the cigarctte test?

Amount saved::

Not sure

Comment box:

27 How much do you est¡mate you would save pei year from reduced use of flame retardants?

Amount aavêd:

Not sure

Commênt box:

28 Are you aware of any further costs or bsnefits we have not idsntified in the impact assessment? Pleaso support wlth any evidence you
have.

Not sure

Comment box

29 To what extent do you agree that, ovorall, these proposals rêpressnt a reasonable compromise - bearing in mind the information in thls
consultation document, feedback on tho previous (2014) consultation, and other stakeholder input during the rsyiew?

Agree

Comment box:


