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Specific questions for stakeholders
Please send any responses to the points raised in this document or other comments related to the latest draft version of the furniture criteria (Technical Report version 3.1 and associated draft criteria documents – published on the 11 February 2015) to shanedonatello@ec.europa.eu or upload your responses in the BATIS forum page for the product group "furniture". 

The deadline for receiving comments is 25 February 2015.

Point 1 – Wood based panels


a) Surface quality requirements
The surface quality of wood-based panel surfaces is especially important not only from an aesthetic point of view but also for the durability of the product, in terms of how it will resist physical damage from scraping against other hard objects as well as spillages (hot, cold and fatty fluids).

The previous criteria version in TR 3.0, only has a general reference in the final product criteria to "relevant EN standards" – which were listed in a now-removed Appendix. It is being considered to introduce a direct minimum requirement on wood-based panel surface quality. 

The Nordic Ecolabel approach refers to the following quality levels in the Table below for wood-based panels and allows higher quantities of VOCs to be applied in coatings (60g/m2 instead of the normal 30g/m2 limit) if the higher quality levels (in red) are achieved. 
	Requirement category
	Requirement levels

	Test
	Test methods
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	Water1
	EN 12720
	6h
	16h
	16h
	24h
	24h
	24h

	Grease1
	EN 12720
	24h
	24h
	24h
	24h
	24h
	24h

	Grease + scratches1
	SS 83 91 22
	-
	-
	-
	24h +3N
	24h +3N
	24h +3N

	Scratches2
	SS 83 91 17
	-
	3N
	3N
	5N
	5N
	5N

	Alcohol1
	EN 12720
	-
	-
	-
	1h
	1h
	1h

	Coffee1
	EN 12720
	-
	1h*
	1h
	1h
	1h
	1h

	Heat, dry1
	EN 12722
	-
	-
	-
	70°C
	70°C
	-

	Heat, dry1
	EN 12722
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	180°C

	Heat, humid1
	EN 12721
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	85°C

	Heat against edge1
	NS 8061
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	85°C

	Water against edge (kitchen only) 1
	SS 83 91 20

NS 8062

DS 2175
	-
	-
	1h***
	-
	-
	-

	Persperation – acid and alkaline1
	ISO 105 E04
	-
	1h**
	-
	-
	-
	-


1 – Result 4 – assessment after 24 hours – will be acceptable for the purpose of assessment

2 – Permitted width of scratch max. 0.5mm. Penetration of varnish coat not acceptable
* Relevant for storage units – outside horizontal surfaces ≤1250 mm above floor level  ** Relevant for armrests

*** Relevant for doors and drawer fronts
Q1 – What are the most widely used and appropriate testing standards for assessing the physical quality of wood-based panels in furniture, in particular in table-tops and desks? Are the standards highlighted in blue in the above Table used widely across Europe? Is EN 15186 a more appropriate standard to refer to for scratch resistance than SS 83 91 17?
Q2 – Within these standards, what levels of performance are generally considered as acceptable for a) domestic furniture and b) public furniture?

Q3 – Do the proposed EU Ecolabel criteria (i.e. a) unlimited use of low VOC coatings < 5% b) or use of any high VOC content coatings applied in quantities less than 30 g/m2 or c) use of any high VOC content coatings in any limit but that are dried and cured to ensure low final product emissions) be considered adequate to allow the production of durable surface finishes?   
Q4 – Would you support the use of particular surface finish quality requirements in the criteria? If so, what would those criteria be and should it be linked to a higher allowable VOC application rate?  

b) Other physical quality requirements

In the previous criteria published in Technical Report 3.0, reference was made to a large list of EN standards in the Appendix V related to the strength, durability and safety performance but without going into any detail about minimum requirements for those standards where different levels of performance are defined. The list has been removed from the Appendix previously published in Technical Report 3.0 due to its limited value in its present form. 

Q5 – Would you like to see any other specific minimum technical requirements in the EU Ecolabel criteria for wood-based panels (i.e. fibreboard, oriented strand board, particleboard, plywood etc.)? 

Q6 - If so, what would be the most relevant standards and relevant minimum limits for certain categories of furniture or components of furniture? 

Point 2 – Final product testing 

a) EN standard requirements and/or guarantees?
The list of final product testing requirements was generally accepted in Technical Report 3.0. However, concerns were expressed by one stakeholder about the costs of testing for furniture units that are custom made or only produced in low volumes. Another stakeholder stated that the requirements were too vague and that where different levels were required, these should be stated. 

Considering that across Europe a standard 2 year guarantee is applicable to all new goods in case they do not function properly and have faulty components, a more flexible approach has been considered in Technical Report 3.1 which is basically as follows:

either 

· Compliance with any relevant EN standards for the final product is demonstrated and the standard 2 year guarantee applies
or

· A product guarantee of at least 5 years is provided and there is no requirement to demonstrate compliance with any relevant EN standards.
Q7 – Do you support this new flexible approach? Or is it more appropriate to require both compliance with relevant EN standards for the final product AND an extended guarantee?

Q8 – Do you think final product standards relating to ergonomics (only available for "office chairs, office tables/desks and chairs/tables for use in educational institutions) should be included as an EU Ecolabel criteria? 
Q9 – Should any guarantee linked to EU Ecolabel furniture go beyond minimum legal requirements? If so, what common wording would be recommended? Different MSs have different interpretations. One important aspect is the "burden of proof", i.e. does the customer have to prove the product was faulty or not? Or only after a certain period of time?
Where compliance with EN standards is requested, the current criteria simply refers to a list of lots of standards in an Appendix. It has been proposed to also include some limited details of the pass-fail requirements of each relevant standard (this has been begun in TR 3.1 but not finished), e.g.
	EN No.
	Title
	Type of testing required:

(D)–durability, (St)–Strength, (E)-Ergonomics

	Office furniture

	527-1
	Office furniture - Work tables and desks - Part 1: Dimensions
	(E). - Type A dimensions and adjustability required. For EU Ecolabel

	527-2

527-3
	Office furniture - Work tables and desks - Part 2: Mechanical safety requirements

Tests – Strength under vertical force; Strength under horizontal force; Fatigue under horizontal force; Fatigue under vertical force; Drop test
	(St) + (Sa) – Pass is considered as: 

no fracture of any member, joint or component; no loosening of joints intended to be rigid; no major structural element is significantly deformed; the table fulfils its functions after removal of test loads; any adjusting screws fulfil their functions.  

	1023-2

1023-3
	Office furniture - Screens - Part 2: Mechanical safety requirements

Office furniture - Screens - Part 3: Test methods

Tests: Stability test; dislodgement test; strength test
	(Sa) – Pass for non-load bearing screens = not overturning (test 6.1. in EN 1023-3)

(Sa) – Pass for load bearing screens = not overturning (test 6.2 in EN 1023-3)

(Sa + St) – Pass for screen mounted components = no dislodgement of any component and no structural failure. (test 6.3 in EN 1023-3)

(St) – Pass for load bearing screens = no adverse effect on screen stability, with or without add-on elements; no fracture of any member, joint or component; no deformation or loosening that would affect safety of function (test 6.4 in EN 1023-3)


Alternatively, a simpler approach can be presented like that of the Nordic Ecolabel, e.g.
	Fitness for use
	Furniture category
	Standard

	Domestic environment
	Seating
	EN 12520:2010; EN 1728:2000; EN 1022:2005

	
	Tables 
	EN 12521:2010; EN 1730:2000

	
	Storage units, kitchen and bathrooms
	EN 14749:2005; ISO 7170:2005; EN 14072:2003

	
	Beds and mattresses
	EN 1725:1998; EN 1957:2000; EN 1022:2005

	
	Bunk beds and high beds
	EN 747-1:2007; EN 747-2:2007

	Public environment
	Seating
	EN 15373:2007; EN 1728:2000; EN 1022:2005; EN 1335-1:2000; EN 1335-3:2000

	
	Tables
	EN 15372:2008; EN 1730:2000

	
	Beds and mattresses
	EN 1725:1998; EN 1957:2000; EN 1022:2005

	
	Bunk beds and high beds
	EN 13453-1:2004; EN 13453-2:2004

	
	School furniture (chairs and tables)
	EN 1729-1:2006; EN 1729-2:2006

	Office environment
	Office work chairs
	EN 1335-2:2009; EN 1335-3:2009; EN 12529:1998

	
	Work tables and desks (for sitting)
	EN 527-2:2002; EN 527-3:2003

	
	Storage furniture
	EN 14073-2:2004; EN 14073-3:2004; EN 14074:2004; ISO 7170:2005


Q10 – Which approach (if any) would you prefer to see taken towards specifying compliance with EN furniture standards in the EU Ecolabel criteria and why?

b) VOC emissions from the final product

A significant amount of interest has been expressed about VOC emissions from final furniture products. Due to concerns about the high costs and low availability of large test chambers, a flexible approach has been proposed where final product VOC emission is only required under certain circumstances (i.e. that the furniture has been upholstered with leather or coated fabrics) or that high VOC content coatings have been used on wood or metal components that account for at least 3% w/w of the final product. 

In cases where testing is required, there is the option to only test components of concern, or to simply test the whole assembled product. The limits set are based on existing approaches in place under relevant Blue Angel criteria for wooden furniture and upholstered furniture.

The current methodology is based on ISO 16000, but this method is currently being modified slightly in order to produce more reproducible results via work by CEN TC 16516. In principle, both methodologies would be allowed in order to demonstrate compliance.

Q11 – Would you like to see specific text requiring a shift to EN 16516 testing once this is ratified (expected end of 2016)?

Q12 - Do you think that good physical quality leather or coated fabrics would be able to comply with the VOC emissions set out in criterion 9.3? 

Q13 – Would you support the remove of the test limits after 3 days in order to reduce the costs of testing? Are the 3 day results of particular value?
Point 3 – Specific hazard classification derogations for biocides
In the horizontal approach proposed in criterion 2 for furniture, focus is given to screening for hazardous substances according to their function in the final product. Specific hazard classifications are provided for in-can preservatives and dry-film preservatives thanks to earlier work carried out during the development of the EU Ecolabel criteria for Paints and Varnishes.  

However, with certain other applications in furniture, so far we have no specific derogation requests based on products that are on the market and that may be used with outdoor furniture. What derogation requests would be most relevant under the following conditions:
	Applicability
	Derogated classification(s)
	Derogation conditions

	Treatment of wooden materials and components to be used directly in the final product
	What specific hazard classifications should be derogated here?
Do they represent the least hazardous alternatives possible?
	Only permitted when the following conditions apply:

i. That the furniture product is clearly marketed for outdoor use.

ii. That the untreated wood does not meet durability class I or II according to EN 350 requirements.

iii. That any wood preservation formula and active substance(s) are approved for use under Product Type 8 or 18 as per the requirements of the Biocidal Products Regulation (EU) No 528/2012.

	Storage and transport of raw hides and semi-finished leather products
	What specific hazard classifications should be derogated here?

Do they represent the least hazardous alternatives possible?
	Only permitted when the following conditions apply:

i. When the raw hides or semi-finished leather need to be transported during periods of more than 3 days between sites.

ii. That the biocide or preservative formulas and active substance(s) have been approved for use under Product Type 9 as per the requirements of the Biocidal Products Regulation (EU) No 528/2012.

iii. That no further preservatives are added during finishing operations to the leather material for a final disinfective effect.

	Use in textiles or coated fabrics used in outdoor furniture 
	What specific hazard classifications should be derogated here?

Do they represent the least hazardous alternatives possible?
	Only permitted when the following conditions apply:

i. The furniture product is clearly marketed for outdoor use.

ii. The the biocide or preservative formulas and active substance(s) have been approved for use under Product Type 6 (for polymers and plastics) or Product Type 9 (for textiles).


Please add any further rationale behind any specific derogation request for biocides in the applications listed above.

Q14 - One other application for which derogation for biocides has been requested is for use in coated fabrics used in hospital furniture or catering furniture. What are your opinions about this and are there any specific hazardous classifications and applicable derogation conditions that you could suggest? What would the relevant rationale be?

Point 5 – Cut-off limits for certain criteria

It is important for the success of the EU Ecolabel criteria that the criteria are not overly burdensome to comply with or to assess and verify, in particular in situations where the material does not represent the dominant life cycle impact of the product. For this reason the following cut-off limits have been introduced into the criteria: 
	Criterion 
	Old cut-off
	New cut-off

	Criterion 2 – general hazardous substance requirements
	n/a
	<25g*

	Criteria 3.1 sustainable wood and, 3.3 for formaldehyde emissions from wood-based panels.
	n/a
	<5% w/w wood-based materials

	Criteria 3.2e) VOC content in coatings of wood-based materials; 5.3 VOC content in coatings of metal components and, 9.3 VOC emissions from final product
	n/a
	<5% w/w coated wood/metal components

	Criterion 4.1 – Marking of plastic parts
	50g
	100g

	Criterion 4.2 – Restricted substances in plastic components
	n/a
	25g

	Criterion 4.3 – Minimum average recycled content for plastics
	20% w/w plastic
	20% w/w plastic

	Criterion 6.3 – Restricted substance lists during production stages of leather, textile or coated fabrics used in upholstery covering materials.
	1.0% w/w
	1.0% w/w

	Criterion 6.4 – Cotton used in upholstery covering materials
	n/a
	1.0% w/w


*if not coming into prolonged skin contact with user during normal use

Q15 – Do you agree with the introduction of these cut-off limits? Would you like to see any changes to cut-off limits or introduce cut-off limits for other criteria and if so please justify why?
Q16 – Are there any potential situations where marking of plastics in furniture may not be possible? If so, what are they and why would it not be possible?
Point 7 – Criteria for glass
The currently proposed criteria for glass go beyond the technical standards by requiring that all glass used meet the requirements for "safety glass" and where drop tests are required, to meet the conditions for use in the most severe category.

Q17 - Do you agree with such a requirement for all glass to be safety glass? 
Q18 - Regarding this limit for Pb in varnishes for mirror backcoatings, should this apply to the in-can concentration (easy to verify) or to the content in the actual layer of varnish on the coating (much more difficult to verify)? 

Q19 - Do you agree with such a limit (2000mg/kg in-can)? 

