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	QUESTION
ISO 8124.1:2018 Clause 4.2 (reasonably foreseeable abuse) specifies “after normal use tests, toys intended for children under 96 months, unless otherwise stated, shall be
tested in accordance with the relevant tests in 5.24 (reasonably foreseeable abuse tests) to ensure that risks as a result of reasonably foreseeable abuse are minimized” and clause 5.24.1 specifies “Unless otherwise stated, these tests are only applicable for toys intended for children under 96 months”. The question is how to define “unless otherwise stated”, for example:
1) Clause 4.8.1 specifies “The protective cap or cover shall not become detached when tested in accordance with 5.24 (reasonably foreseeable abuse tests)”. 
2)  Clause 4.3.2 specifies “Toys, removable components of toys, and components liberated
 from toys during testing in accordance with 5.24 (reasonably foreseeable abuse tests), which fit entirely in the small-parts cylinder....”.
3) Clause 4.18.1 specifies “components that function as projectiles which are permanently enclosed within a toy unless they are liberated when the outer container is tested according to 5.24 (reasonably foreseeable abuse tests)”.
4) Clause 4.18.3 specifies “Projectiles shall not, whatever their orientation, fit entirely into the small parts cylinder when tested in accordance with 5.2 (small parts test). This requirement applies before and after testing in accordance with 5.24 (reasonably foreseeable abuse testing)”.
In these cases, when the toys are intended for children over 96 months, do they need to be tested in accordance with the relevant tests in 5.24?



	Convenor
PROPOSED TRACK:    Interpretation         Proposal for amendment          No action X
Response: 
The standard is clear that in the case of a toy appropriately age-graded for over 8 years of age, unless a clause explicitly specifies that the reasonably foreseeable abuse requirements of Clause 5.24 are to be applied above 96 months, 5.24 is not to be applied.
An example of a clause which is explicit regarding its application above 96 months is 5.12.5/Table 4, the overload test.  
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