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April 25, 2012 
 
Ms Lynne Gibbens  
Secretary, Canadian National Committee of the International Electrotechnical Commission (IEC) 
Standards Council of Canada 
270 Albert Street, Suite 200 
OTTAWA, ON K1P 6N7 
Canada 
VIA FAX : 613 569 78 08 
 
Dear Ms Gibbens,  
 
Re: Standards for fire-safe candles and views of firefighers on proposals for candle-
resistant flammability standards  
 
Further to recent correspondence from our organizations, we would like to bring additional 
information to the attention of your committee and respectfully ask that you share it with your 
committee members as further preparation for the meeting to be held on April 26th, 2012.  
 
Standards for fire-safe candles 
 
We are aware that, to date, six ASTM candle standards and three CEN standards have been 
published.i  As noted in our previous letter, the proposed candle-ignition standards before your 
committee tomorrow are responding to a problem that is largely non-existent. Without restating 
those arguments, we wish to point out that published standards for candles will continue to 
minimize injuries and fatalities associated with candle fires in a cost-effective manner.  
 
Alongside a dramatic increase in the use of candles in recent decades, improvements in candle 
fire safety has occurred through candle standards addressing labeling, materials, and design 
improvement. We are also aware that there has been widespread implementation of these 
standards which are designed to address the root causes of candle fires. Hence, we respectfully 
ask that you consider candle safety as the more appropriate arena for addressing fire safety of 
televisions.  
 
Firefighers oppose candle-resistant flammability standards 
As was the case during past attempts by the bromine industry to influence these standards for 
their immediate and long term commercial interests, fire fighters continue to oppose these 
proposed standards. Without reiterating their positions, we enclose a copy of a letter from 
Richard Duffy with the International Association of Fire Fighters, and numerous other 
signatories from fire fighter organizations. With their lives already on the line on a daily basis, 
fire fighters should not have to face the additional health risks from the burning of highly toxic 

http://www.cela.ca/
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substances needlessly added to consumer products. We ask that you take their views into 
consideration in your deliberations as well.  
 
 
All of which is respectfully submitted. 
 
Yours truly, 
 
CANADIAN ENVIRONMENTAL LAW ASSOCIATION 
 

 
 
 
Kathleen Cooper 
Senior Researcher 
 
c.c. 
 
Via fax: 
Mr Keith Rodel 613-569-7808 
Via email: 
Mr. Cliff Rondeau Cliff.Rondeau@csa.ca 
Mr. Steven Lawrence stelawre@cisco.com 
Ms. Christine Geraghty cgeraghty@scc.ca 
 
Enclosure: Trauma Foundation letter from Richard Duffy, International Association of Fire 
Fighters and additional signatories 
 
 
 
 
 
                                                 
i http://www.candles.org/industry.html discusses US standards for candle safety. 
http://www.cpsc.gov/LIBRARY/FOIA/FOIA11/brief/candles2010.pdf for a 2011 update from the U.S. CPSC on te 
candle fire safety standards 
http://www.eca-candles.com/pdf/WorldCandleCongress/Candle%20Standards%20-
%20a%20view%20from%20Europe%20-%20Leach.pdf for an update on EU candle fire standards 
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1 April 2012 

 
Dear Colleagues,    

    As members of the fire fighting and burn injury prevention communities, we are 
concerned about the negative health and environmental effects of proposed 
amendments to International Electrotechnical Commission (IEC) Standards 
60065 and 62368 for candle resistance of television enclosures. There is no valid 
fire safety rationale as well as a large potential to cause serious harm to human 
health and the global environment.                                      

We urge TC108 National Committees to vote “NO” on these proposals and 
additionally comment to remove the mandatory candle flame ignition requirement 
in Clause 11 of IEC 62368-1 Ed 2.0 -108/479/CDV and Clause 21 of IEC 60065 
Ed 8.0 –108/478A/CDV as well as all related language and references. 

We have reviewed the fire data cited in support of the above referenced 
amendments and do not find a valid fire-safety rationale for this requirement. TVs 
are already adequately protected against internal faults that could lead to fire; 
there is no documented fire safety benefit from housings resisting a candle 
flame.  Proponents of the standard frequently cite outdated statistics from the 
1990s when CRT televisions were the norm.  The data cited primarily come from 
a single suburb in Sweden with a much larger number of TV fires than other parts 
of Sweden and the EU.  There is no current evidence that a significant number of 
fires in TVs and other electronics are caused by external candle ignition. Please 
see “The Case against Candle Resistant TVs” at Case Against for more 
information.   

While the fire risk is very low, the health risk, especially for fire fighters, is very 
high.  The proposed standard would lead to considerable levels of fire retardant 
chemicals in plastic TV housings. When these fire retardant chemicals burn, 
large amounts of toxic and cancer-causing dioxins and furans can form, creating 
a significant health hazard for fire fighters.  
 
In the November 2006 Journal of Occupational and Environmental Medicine, a 
meta-analysis of 32 research studies of cancer in fire fighters shows that fire  
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fighters have significantly elevated rates of four types of cancer: multiple 
myeloma, non-Hodgkins lymphoma, prostate, and testicular cancer.[1] These four 
types of cancer can all be related to exposure to dioxins and/or furans.[2]  We 
believe that fire retardant chemicals in TVs and other consumer products are 
likely to pose a greater health hazard to fire fighters and the public in general 
than the small open flame fires they can delay, or in some cases, prevent. 

In addition, many fire retardants chemicals migrate out of the electronics 
housings, persist, and bioaccumulate at high levels in humans and animals 
ranging from children to pets to wild animals such as killer whales, sea otters, 
and even marine life living at depths of more than a thousand meters.  When 
studied in experimental animals, many of these flame retardants are associated 
with health problems such as thyroid disease, reduced sperm count, infertility, 
hyperactivity, mental retardation, obesity, and cancer.   

In summary, candle fires in modern flat-panel TVs present an unproven fire 
hazard.  The accumulation and health problems from the fire retardant 
chemicals, especially to fire fighters, have been documented in many dozens of 
peer-reviewed scientific research papers. We trust you will read the attached 
white paper and carefully evaluate the data.   To protect the health of firefighters 
and the general population, we urge a vote of "No" on 108/479/CDV and 
108/478A/CDV. 
 
Sincerely,   
 
Richard M. Duffy, Assistant to the General President for  
Occupational Health, Safety and Medicine   
International Association of Fire Fighters 
 
Tom O’Connor, President,  
San Francisco Fire Fighters, Local 798 
 
Peter A. Bansen, Chief 
Squaw Valley Fire Department   
 
Tony Stefani, Executive Director and Founder, 
San Francisco Firefighters Cancer Prevention Foundation    
 
Bob Shewbrooks, President,  
Hospital Fire Marshals' Association  
 
Peter A. Brigham, Founding and Emeritus Board Member,  
Federation of Burn Foundations  
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Andrew McGuire, Executive Director,  
Elizabeth McLoughlin, ScD, Associate Director, Ret.,  
Trauma Foundation at San Francisco General Hospital 
 
 
 
[1] LeMasters G.K., et. al. (2006). Cancer risk among firefighters: a review and meta-analysis of 
32 studies Journal of Occupational and Environmental Medicine 48(11): 1189-202  [2] Studies of 
Seveso, Italy residents exposed to dioxins showed increased multiple myeloma and non-
Hodgkin's lymphoma.  The Air Force Ranch Hand (Agent Orange sprayers) studies show 
increased prostate cancer in those exposed to dioxins.  One study of dioxin exposed military dogs 
in Vietnam and one other study of Vietnam veterans showed increase rates of testicular cancer. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Andrew McGuire, Executive Director   •   (415) 215.8980 
 

San Francisco General Hospital   •   Building One   •   SF, CA 94110 
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