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ambit proposed by ADB: ~ee par 3 2 I below) and latterly to abandon even tile need Ik~c a 

desktop, have allowed tile inmlufoclure~s to (iil effect) ie wril~ ADB themselves hi such a wa~ 
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3.The regulatory framework: pr~duc; compliance 
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There ate three routes to compliance proposed by ADB (I)/inea~ route: (2) ~atisiSh~g the 
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Again given that compliance with any AD i~ not an absolute dell, nee to liability fi, r non 

conlpliailce, a BBA ceidficate cmmot be trealed as prool’of compliance: i[ woul0 need to be 

3 2 4 Other uuidance 

(±) As mentioned at paragraph 1 4 above, two indu sit), bodies NHBC and BCA_ organisations 

would be met by the proposed system Desktop studies should not have been introduced as a 
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5 1 3 TestsunderBSEN13501 1 

As at 2013, KS’ DoP Ik3r K I 5 dated I 7 13 dec]a~ cd that tile product had a Etu or/ass rating of 

difficult to see how they could be cemfin of the RtF of the product bring sold commercially 

This det?ats the whole purpose of a DoP 

5.2.1 BRE 
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5 22 LABC 

In May 2009, the LABC issued a System Approval Ce~i~cate along with a Type Approval 

fur lhis certificate was outsourced to tterofordsNre Council Building Control who attended 

single meeting with KS Aside from what m,ny have been sNd at fltls meeting, the 

however, did not stop KS from wholly eapitalising upon the error both publicly,~ and 

523BB& 

BSR00000063_0020 
BSR00000063/20



(2) The first issue of BBA certi±~cate 08A582:27 10 08 

It is inevitably itnpo~2a~lt to have regard to this issue alld the amended issue requested/ly BBA 
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6. {’clot ex 

6.1 Test reports available al the lime of supply to Gren f~ll (May 2015) 
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(ii) Critically, Cc/otc\ ~va~ well aware at the time of embarking upon the Bsg414 testing 
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Tile second (~ucce~lhl) test took place on 2 5 14, again u~ing Mailer Eternit panels and 
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7 2 Cer tification: d ealings with cer tificatlon bodies and test houses 

7 2 I The BBAs dealhlgs ,~ith A~conic is characte~iscd by {~tilings off governance, technical 

competence and processes, in breach OF FISEN 4501 1:1998? whic}l ullinlately proved Io be 

pedlous 

In terms of governance tile inappropriate le,els of deference palti by the BBA ~o Areonlc’s 

d emand s~’3~ and cgem’ e~:perienee2~ is a striking inversion of the proper relatio~lship between 

certification body and applicant This distoried dynamic perhaps explains the BBA’s 
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