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Response tD ANON-F7WP-29RR-K

submitted to Furniture and fufnishings f¡re safety regurations: proposed changes (2016)Submitted on 2Ol6-tO-28 t3:4:t;S4

rntroduction RACOC¡¿d
1 What is your namo?

Name:

2 What ¡s iour êmail address?

Email:

Yes

3 What is your organisation?

Organ¡sation:

UL

4 How would you classify your organisation?

Organisation type:
Test House

Other - please describe here:

Scope

Comment box:

Yes

Comment box

Yes

Comment box:

Yes

Comment box:

5 The proposed regulations covor any item of domestic furn¡ture which is ordrnariry intended for private uso in a crwoiling and comprrses acover fabric and a f¡lling.Do you agroe with the ¡evised det¡nition 
"t 

ir," n"g";i,on,s scope?

Yes

6 Do you agres with the propo.a¡s relaflng to slêeping bags and mattress protectonr (i.e. those wñich can be put in a washing machíne areoxpriciilv removed from scopo and do not have ro .e"1 mJ requi;;;";;;;; regurarions)? 
r oe put in a washing mach

ír"ïi::rïf,î'illi::fi#"å:i:å:ï,î cushions and seat pads (i.e. that rhov remain €xcruded rrom covêr tesrs bur rhe derinir¡on or

åoTi#:""::î"îi'lr'ïi,ïï:";ï:[i.iil:îffiîï:ïI"i';î"ï;"**orrurn*ure unsuitab,e ror use inside the home, and c,ear,v

9 Do you agres with the proposals relating to baby products (i.e. that ¡tems,covered by covered by BS ENi88g (wheeled child
;ä:::1"$'and 

Bs ENl466 (carry cots and stands) are removed rrom scope, wrth padded praypens treared in rhe same way as

Yes

Comment box:



10 Do you agree with the proposed troatmont of second'hand p¡oducts (i.e. that they woutd bê requ¡re¿ ro ¡ear ttre rcl"r"nt pr,',"n"ntlabel)?

Not sure

Gomment box:

Tæting

il" ff"iliiaJî, 
to removing the Filling I option? (i'e' ro r€move the option to test where covens are pfacecr direcry over rhe foam firing in

Not sure

Comment bor:

Comment box:

13 Do you agree that the regurations shourd provide a protect¡ve cover option?
No

Comment box:

14 lf yes, do you agree with our proposed cref¡nit¡on of protect¡veness?

Comment box:

15 Do you agree w¡th the pfoposed requ¡rsments for componentc crose to the cover?
No

Comment box:

Comment box;

Comment box:

Comment box;

ñ"lii:J;t"î ffiiffiiï.cat¡ons 
sst out in the draft Reguratíons ro¡ tho tær roam and ribre wrap are surricienr to achieve the

Yes

Yes

16 Do you agfês that thefs is no need for the cigarette test for coveß that pasô ths rov¡sed match tost?
Yes

17 For businoss respondents ' which of th€ routos to complíance do you expoct to fortow for most of your products?
Non-protective cover + compliant components

18 For business respondents ' what do you expect the ¡mpact of the têst¡ng proposars to be on your uss of frame reúardants in covec?lncrease

19 For busíness respondents - what do you expect the impact of the testing proposals to be on your overalf use of flamo retardants?
lncrease

Comment bor:

Traceability and enforcement

20 Do you agreo w¡th the product rscord/technical fire requírements for manufacturcrc and importers?
Not sure



Comment box:

;Lii* asreo wnh rhe

Yes

Comment box:

Comment box:

lmpact Assessment

.22 
What do you thinft is the most effect¡ve means ofComrnent box:

by telÍ + symbol

Other questions

23 Do you agree that a 24

No 
month transition fÞriod ls

¡egurÌemontrs fo¡ the slngle permanont label, and the proposrt r^ -_-rroposal to removo the requi¡ement for additional diephy

conveying üte use of flame rota¡dants ln the cover of th¡s product eg by text, symbo|?

sufficient, and that the cha ng€s should be revietved in five years?

ithink24 month ¡s too sh.ort. iì,vorrr¡ r¡u^ ._,

24 Do youhave any other 
l¡ke take more time' Jike 36 or 48 months

comment box: 
'commenús 

on tñe proposals or draft regurations?

;#t*r*îffi,ffi;::i;tr1,,iJ,,ä""ï,,,îåifflï::ì:ïffi1åî:ïjiior',6hoursperr¡m,,andongo,nsper
Comment box:

26 How much do you osti

Amount saved:, 
tate you would sav€ per year f¡om the ¡emovar ofthê cigareüe test?

Not sure

Commànt box:

27 Howmuchdoyouesti

Amount saved;: 
mate you would save po¡ year from reduced use of frame rgúardanß?

llrlt 
tou aware of any furthercosts 

0r benefrts we have not identifiecl in the

Nol sure

Comment box:

Yes

Comment box:
more testing cost

impact assesiment? please 
support with any evidence you


