








  

Annex G
CONSULTATION ON THE IMPLEMENTATION
 OF EU DIRECTIVE 2006/42/EC OF THE
 EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT AND THE COUNCIL
 OF 17 MAY 2006 ON MACHINERY, AND
 AMENDING DIRECTIVE 95/16/EC RECAST)
Consultation response form

The closing date for this consultation is 18/12/2007

Responses to this consultation document can be made by to the named person stated in Section 3 - How to respond as shown below: 

a) detaching the consultation response form (Annex F) from this document and returning it by post 

b) detaching the consultation response form (Annex F) from this document and returning it by fax
    c) down-loading the separate consultation response form from our website, saving it as a separate file, and returning it by email.
Consultation Response Form

The closing date for this consultation on the implementation of the new Machinery Directive 2006/42/EC, and amending Directive 95/16/EC, in the United Kingdom is 18/12/2007. You may find it helpful to set out your responses to the Consultation using this Response Form. 

Name

Organisation (if applicable) 
Address




Return completed forms to:

Peter Baxter-Ludlow or Mike Dodds as per Section 3 on How to Respond

Please tick one box from the following list of options that best describes you. 


	
	Small to Medium Enterprise

	
	Representative Organisation

	
	Trade Union

	
	Interest Group

	
	Big Business

	
	Local Government 

	
	Central Government

	
	Other (Please describe, eg. consultant or private individual) 




Question 1:  Do the draft Regulations, as attached, transpose accurately all of the provisions of the directive that require to be transposed into UK legislation?  If not please say which provisions you consider have not been properly transposed.

	Comments

	


Question 2: Do the draft regulations deal appropriately with any other legal or practical issues raised by the implementation of the Directive in the UK context?  If not please explain your response as fully as possible.
	Comments

	


Question 3:  Do you consider the draft Regulations as framed to be ‘business-friendly’?  If not, and the problem is one of drafting, please state which ones are not and suggest a form of words for each that would make them clearer.
	Comments

	


Question 4:  Do you consider the Regulations as framed make it clear to a manufacturer what he needs to do to bring his products into conformity?  If not, please explain why. 
	Comments

	


Question 5:  Article 2 (a) of the Directive defines “machinery” and is transposed by Regulation 4 (2) (a) in a slightly different format.  Do you prefer how it has been transposed, or would you prefer to see the text of the directive reproduced here?  If neither, what text do you think would provide greater clarity?  

	Comments

	


Question 6: Article 2 (g) of the Directive introduces the new concept of “partly completed machinery”.  Regulation 5 transposes this in a slightly different format.  Is this helpful, and does it work?  If not, what wording would make it clearer? 

	COMMENTS



	


Question 7:  The draft Regulations use the terms “manufacturer” and “authorized representative” as defined in the Directive, but also employ the term “responsible person” in cases where the Directive refers to manufacturers and authorized representatives together.  Do you agree with this approach?   If not, please provide reasons.

	COMMENTS 



	


Question 8:  Is it clear in the draft Regulations when, and for what purpose, a manufacturer needs to use the services of a Notified Body?  If not, please provide reasons.

	COMMENTS



	


Question 9:  Do you think the partial Impact Assessment (IA) accurately reflects the potential benefits from the draft Regulations transposing the new Machinery Directive in the UK?  If not, please explain why, providing, if possible, any evidence or data to support your view.
	COMMENTS



	


Question 10:  Do you think the partial Impact Assessment (IA) accurately reflects the expected costs from the draft Regulations transposing the new Machinery Directive in the UK?  If not, please explain why, providing, if possible, any evidence or data to support your view.
	COMMENTS



	


If you have any comments on this Machinery Directive consultation exercise that are not specifically addressed elsewhere in this document please, including the layout of the consultation document itself, please make them known to the department by completing the box below.
	COMMENTS



	


We very much appreciate you taking the time to let us have your views.  We do not intend to acknowledge receipt of individual responses unless you tick the statement below.  

Please acknowledge this reply  □
Here at the Department for Business, Enterprise and Regulatory Reform we carry out our research on many different topics and consultations.  As your views are valuable to us, are you willing to be contacted again from time to time either for research or to send through consultation documents? 

 □
Yes        
□
No

The Consultation Code of Practise Criteria

1.
Consult widely throughout the process, allowing a minimum of 12 weeks for written consultation at least once during the development of the policy.

2.
Be clear about what your proposals are, who may be affected, what questions are being asked and the timescale for responses.

3.
Ensure your consultation is clear, concise and widely available.

4.
Give feedback regarding the responses received and how the consultation process influenced the policy.

5.
Monitor your department’s effectiveness at consultation, including through the use of a designated consultation co-ordinator.

6.
Ensure your consultation follows better regulation best practice, including carrying out a Regulatory Impact Assessment if appropriate.

The complete code is available on the Cabinet Office’s web site, address:

http://www.cabinetoffice.gov.uk/regulation/consultation/index.asp
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