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Name:

Organisation (if applicable):

Address:

South Wales Fire & Rescue Service

Forest View Business Park, Llantrisant, South
Wales CF72 &LX

Respondent type Local government

Questions on scope

Q1 Do vou aoree with the revised ion of the Reoulation's scooe?

Yes.

Q2 Do vou aoree with the proposals relatinq to sleeoino baqs and mattress
orotectors (i.e. those which can be out in a washinq machine are explicitlv removed
from scooe and do not have to meet the reouirements of the requlations)?

Yes

Q3 Do vou aoree with the orooosals relati o to cushions and seat oads (i.e. that thev
rema in excluded from cover tests but the definition of these o ucts to be soecified
more clearlv)?

NO :These are likely to be involved in development of fires.

Q4 Do vou aoree with the orooosals re latinq to outdoor furniture (i.e. that outdoor
furniture unsuitable for use inside the ho e. and clearlv labelled as not comolvino
with the Reoulations) should be out of scope?

Yes.

Q5 Do you agree with the proposals relating to baby products (i.e. that items covered
by covered by BS EN1888 (wheeled child conveyances) and BS EN1466 (carry cots
and stands) are removed from scope, with padded playpens treated in the same way
as mattresses)?

Not sure: These can be stored in common areas of HMO or other buildings and
removal from scope may affect them in fire development.



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

Yes: more than one label could assist in this.

Quesfions on fesfinq

07 Do vou aoree to removino the Fil lino 1 ootion?

Not sure.

Do u ree that for the test
fnqrn qnd fihro \^rran rra er rffinianf to achieve the ob ianfirrac of fha Panr rlafinnc?

Not sure: composition of materials will need t be consistent.

Q9a Do vou aoree that the requlations should provide a orotective cover option?

Yes.

Q9b lf ves, do vou agree with our proposed definition of protectiveness?

Yes.

uirements for com nents

cover?

Yes.

Q11 Do vou aqree that there is no need for the cioarette test for covgrs that pass the

revised match test?

No: cigarette tests on all covers as well as match test.



Q12-13b Not included

Questions on traceabilitv and enforcement

ree with the uct record/technical file m

manufacturers and importers?

Yes: will atlow greater traceability or products that may have issues post fire

O'l5a Do vou aoree with the reouire for the sinole oermanent label. and the
oroposal to remove the requirement for additional displav labels?

No: Permanent label and other display labels to assist in identification post fire
or other incident.

think is the most effective means of n

retardants in the Cover of this product eq bv text, svmbol?

Symbol consider elderty, multi-cultural societies

Other questions on the proposals

Q16 Do vou aoree that a 24 month ition period is sufficient. and that the
chanoes should be reviewed in five vears?

Yes.

Q17 Do vou have anv other comme on the proposals or draft requlations?

No



018 Do vou aoree with our estimate of ilitv time in the lmoact Assessment -
ie one-off input of 16 hours per firm and onooino per vear time of 48 hours per firm?
lf not can vou orovide additional ence to suooort vour answer?

Yes.

Q19 How much do vou estimate vou wou ld save oer vear from the removal of the

ciqarette test?

Nothing.

O20 How much do vou estimate vou wou save oer vear from reduced use of flame

retardants?

This is the balance between cost saving and the potential increase in
development of fire and possible loss of life.

Q21 Are vou aware of anv further costs or benefits we have not identified in the
Please su with evidence

Not sure.

22 wh extent do u ree that ove
reasonable compromise - bearinq in mind the information in this consultation
document. feedback on the previous (2014\ consultation. and other stakeholder input

durino the review? n Stronolv Aoree n ree Not sure Disaoree Stronolvn
Disaqree

Agree.


