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IKEA of Sweden
	IKEA Comments to:

93120-93120.12, title 17, 
California Code of Regulations
	Date: 
	2008-02-13



Messrs. Lynn Baker, Jim Aguila & Brent Takemoto
California Air Resources Board

1001 I Street
Sacramento, CA 95814
Dear Sirs,

On behalf of IKEA of Sweden, we are grateful for the opportunity to give some feedback on the Airborne Toxic Control Measure to Reduce Formaldehyde Emissions from Composite Wood Products. 

1) We would like to suggest that for consumer products which consist of only small surface areas made of composite wood products, there should be a lower limit as to size.

Products below this size may be exempted from this regulation (or at least exempted from the quality assurance demands involving third party certification). An example would be wooden frames for pictures.

Another example: the small parts imbedded in upholstered furniture (however, in many of these furniture products certainly there are panels which no doubt motivates full compliance with the required emission level and quality assurance demands of the regulation).
The risk of contribution of formaldehyde emission from the small objects could reasonably be considered to be insignificant and not motivate the elaborate measures and third party certification schemes which are appropriate for larger panels.

2) We notice that the category curved plywood is not included in the category Hardwood plywood (HWPW). 
We welcome this clarification regarding this kind of material. 
We would suggest to include a definition of the term “curved plywood” to indicate that this refers to material which is manufactured in a curved form from the outset, i.e. that it does not refer to material which is first manufactured as panels and only thereafter treated to achieve a curved shape. 
3) Concerning confirmation of compliance by statement on bills of lading or invoice, we suggest that this statement can be omitted from the bill of lading and invoice when transferring panels and finished products between units within the one and the same Corporation (group), on the condition that the required statements of compliance can be made available to the enforcement inspector on request. 
4) As most furniture consist of a mix of materials and therefore will present situations where one material may be Phase 2, another is produced using ULEF-resins and a third with “no formaldehyde added”, we suggest allowing the label to state only the “worst” or most onerous level. 

I.e. in the above case the label would state “compliance with Phase 2” only 

5) The legislation assumes the Quality Control Manager to be a chemist. For most European this role handled by a quality specialist who reports to the managing director of the plant. 

The chemistry specialist is often a laboratory manager and in most cases not the person responsible for compliance issues and the Quality manager may not be the right persons to authorize personnel.
We suggest adapting the legislation to mirror such a situation.

6) In the legislation it is required to have a plant test facility. For “no formaldehyde added systems”, this seems a high cost for very few tests. We suggest allowing the use of an accredited laboratory for the initial testing and for whatever test from production that may be needed. 

7) Finally, while we do appreciate the thorough work performed by the CARB to update the legal text, and also the open attitude by the representatives of CARB to invite companies and other interested parties to give feed-back and suggestions, we understand that this extensive work has demanded a great deal of effort and time to finalize. 
We would therefore like to ask for a postponement of the “Effective Dates” with six months.
The main issues necessitating a postponement for our company, as well as presumably for other companies with a large part of production located outside the U.S., are the time needed to implement this particular model for quality assurance as well as the time to get approvals of the third party certifiers and finally, applying for approval of correlated test methods (incl. performing comparative tests with the primary and secondary methods at the relevant concentrations of formaldehyde). 

We would like to emphasize that we share the aim of CARB to reduce the emission levels of composite wood products, and that stricter levels than Phase 1 (for PB and MDF) have been applied for several years by our company for all our sales markets (Europe, USA, Canada, Asia). 

We also aim to go directly to phase 2 levels for as many of our products as possible.
For HWPW, the levels as such do constitute a challenge compared to our present requirement levels, but a challenge we naturally intend to meet.
Respectfully,

For IKEA of Sweden,

Björn Frithiof, IoS Technique, Quality & Environment
Magnus Björk, IKEA Trading

Submitted to California A.R.B. by:

Krister Hård-af-Segerstad

Manager, Product Safety & Compliance

IKEA NA Services, LLC

420 Alan Wood Road

Conshohocken, PA 19428

Phone:  +1 (610) 834-0180 x/5314

Fax:    +1 (610) 834-0872

e-mail: krister@memo.IKEA.com
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