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	AGENDA ITEM
	
	DOCS / SUBJECT OF EMAIL


	

	OPEN SESSIE 


	
	
	

	9.30 u – 10.10 u  : IEW 

	
	o la question de REACH et de l'économie circulaire (voir notamment le position paper du BEE qui est ici: http://www.eeb.org/index.cfm/library/the-circular-economy-and-reach-an-essential-partnership/
 ), 
o l'évaluation des SVHC et dont le processus est interrompu depuis près d'un an par la Commission
	Tatiana Santos : 
Industrial Stakeholders complain that REACH is counterworking recycling. When a substance is waste, it should only comply with the waste legislation until it is put back on the market as a recycled product. Then it should comply with the REACH legislation. Recycled goods with dangerous substances put back on market are a serious problem and should comply with the REACH legislation.

Key principle : Priority of removal of chemicals at design stage.  
Company should be aware of the chemicals they are putting on the market ; should use tools to identify these chemicals. 
Prefers controlled incineration and landfill instead of putting on the market with exposure. 
Impact on recycler companies should be more clear.
Indien uitzonderingen worden toegestaan, moeten deze beperkt zijn in de tijd. Er moet gezocht worden naar technieken die hazardous substances kunnen verwijderen bij de recycling. 
Patrick Van den Bossche : 
Companies are well aware of both legislations.

Economic assessment is ongoing to see how authorization will impact recycling of aluminium scrap with lead content. Target of assessment = economic impact + risk assessment. 
Saskia Walraedt : 
Whole discussion of hazardous substances in recycled products focuses too much on the hazard, and not on the risk. But if risks are controlled there is no problem with recycling of hazardous chemicals. Prefers controlled recycling in matrix without exposure instead of incineration. 

Tatiana Santos : 

REACH treats European articles more strictly. Such discrimination can lead to SVHC entering the European market as part of imported articles. REACH should be modified on this point or  the SVHC should be restricted. 

Concern that authorization process is not working properly. Negative economic impact is not proven. Asks the Commission to speed up the process. The application for the 12 substances on hold will come all at once. 
Belgian authorities should be against authorization of lead chromates in paints. These paints are not produced in EU, but in Canada.
ECHA pushes the SEAC members to always say yes, even if benefits don’t outweigh the risks. Process is not enough transparent. If there are companies producing alternatives, then SEAC should disagree with authorization. But understands difficulties within SEAC : problem is the lack of information by the ‘alternative’ producers.

BE SEAC member : 

· Not easy to take decision if available information is contradictory. 

· No specific information of ‘alternative’ companies.
Patrick Van den Bossche : 

Sometimes the alternatives are misused for commercial reasons by producers in case their quality is inferior. 



	10.10 u – 10.30 u : essenscia 

	
	Opname van sensitisers als SVHC

	Saskia Walraedt presents the slides : 
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candidate list: authorization is to protect environment and humans. Should look on holistic approach, not  necessarily authorization.

Fundamental problem with candidate list : hazard based and not risk. 

Sensitizer : in many cases reversible action and therefore request for case by case approach

BE MSC-member : 
Agrees with case by case approach (cf. Roadmap)


	10.30 u – 11.30 u : Chemsec www.chemsec.org 

	
	o    Endocrine disrupting chemicals under REACH and the SIN List
· How to assure that REACH authorization really promotes substitution


	Anna Lennquist and Theresa Klein present. 
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EDC on SIN-list : 

Lack of criteria for identifying EDs

SIN-list : can be important for public procurement

Visiting IP-adresses of ChemSec website : EU and USA
Candidate list : update 2 x per year

Authorization : 
Don’t see the need for simplification of authorization.
Alternatives are more expensive and the marketing of alternatives is difficult : therefore is REACH & authorization important.
Some companies who have a viable alternative do not get into public consultation, because it is not in their radar : public consultation could be improved. It is not easy to find companies to present the alternatives to ECHA & MS. 

Companies with alternatives will invest in the alternatives, companies with authorization will invest in authorization process and not in the search for alternatives. 

EEB : 

Is of the opinion that SEAC need to take the substitutes on board.

Most SEAC members have economic background and not substitute background. 
Economic feasibility is not the same for all companies (what is affordable for the company ?).
Patrick Van den Bossche : 
Bedrijven “misbruiken” autorisatie om een overdaad aan info aan ECHA te bezorgen.  

An authorization is strategic decision of companies.

Essenscia : 

Downstream user is not always interested in non-EU substances. 
Authorization is penalizing innovative companies because alternatives are not always chemicals but new technology.

BCR :

It would be interesting if alternatives of non-EU companies could be presented to EU importers. 

Technical credibility of alternatives is important. 

The example of trichloroethylene proves that a message (e.g. SVHC) is needed to encourage companies to use the substance only for specific and limited uses. 


	11.30 u – 11.50 u : VBO
	
	· handhaving 

· Report Measuring REACH and CLP Enforcement - new study published -The European Commission published a report on a study proposing 50 enforcement indicators for regulations on chemicals. The conclusions of the study will now be discussed with Member States, national enforcement authorities and the Forum.
Kunnen we  toelichting krijgen hoe België met rapport / indicatoren zal omgaan?

· Other: “freerider” joint submission  
	BE ECHA Forum lid presenteert. 
1) De vraag moet in de toekomst meer gespecificeerd worden. 
2) Handhaving

a.  ECHA Forum :

1. Evaluatie bevindingen REF-3 bezig; nog geen eindrapport

2. Ontwikkeling REF-4 (controle naleving restricties, Annex XVII) volop bezig : Operational phase 2016

3. Voorstel REF-5 is beschikbaar op WG-niveau maar is nog niet besproken op niveau lidstaten : Operational phase 2017
4. Operationele fase eerste Pilot Autorisaties bijna beëindigd

5. Tweede Pilot Autorisaties in voorbereiding; operationele fase start begin 2016

6. Pilot Kindvriendelijke Sluitingen
 start July 2015 – December 2015 (15 LS)
b. BELGIE

1. Operationele fase eerste Pilot Autorisaties gestopt; follow-up bezig; rapportage aan ECHA uiterlijk 31/08/2015

2. Ad-hoc onderzoek van b.v.b. SONCs

3. Aggregated inspections/Joint inspections

c. VLAANDEREN

1. Idem als België

2. Onderzoek naar gegrondheid vrijstelling registratie voor polymeren

The enforcement of EU Legislation plays an essential role in ensuring that the Internal Market for goods works effectively so as to create jobs and growth.  This is a top priority for the current Commission

In this context, and following a recommendation of the REACH review published in 2013, DG GROW (the Directorate-General for Internal Market, Industry, Entrepreneurship and SMEs), has mandated work to develop a set of indicators to measure and monitor the enforcement of two key regulations on chemicals : REACH and CLP.

A report on the results of the study has now been published.

…

The conclusions of the study will now be discussed with Member States, national enforcement authorities and the Forum
Deze bespreking zal met het ECHA Forum plaatsvinden op 24/06/2015 onder agendapunt 8.2 “Discussion on the implementation of the Enforcement indicators” van haar 21ste plenaire vergadering.

Voor de Belgische relevante inspectiediensten kan ik stellen dat slechts deze indicatoren zinvol zijn die een meerwaarde betekenen, m.a.w. die praktisch nut hebben en niet “nice to have” zijn.  

Tevens zal er op worden toegezien dat een indicator, zo die wordt aanvaard, objectief kan worden bepaald, dan wel dat zijn berekende waarde berust op subjectieve appreciatie.

Voorbeeld : “aantal bedrijven gecontroleerd” versus “ % tevredenheid over een opleiding”.
België zal in deze peilen naar een al dan niet bestaand communautair draagvlak en dit in voorkomend geval versterken.

Ik merk nog op dat het vanuit managementoogpunt nodig is over een aantal indicatoren te beschikken, zeker indien een level playing field tussen de lidstaten en de regio’s nagestreefd wordt.

Patrick Van den Bossche : 

COM zal de mogelijke non-compliance van de Italiaanse “freerider” mbt de joint submission van antimoon terug op tafel leggen. 
BE ECHA Forum lid : 

Violation of the OSOR principle (one registration, one substance ; art. 11 REACH) is still a point of discussion in the ECHA Forum. It is taken seriously. More needed than legal basis for enforcement within a member state. More cooperation is needed. IT system of ECHA is being modified to prevent breach in joint submission principle.



� - Assess the level of compliance with the specific provisions under Art. 35 (2) and Part 3 of Annex II of the CLP Regulation and, where relevant, with Art. 9 of the dangerous Preparations Directive (DPD) regarding the requirement for safe packaging with special attention t child resistant fastenings (CRF) for hazardous substance/mixtures supplied to the general public


- Verify whether CRFs used on re-closable packages comply with the relevant EN ISO standards as specified in Part 3 of Annex II of CLP
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