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To: Members of the IMCO Committee of the European Parliament





Subject: IMCO vote on draft REACH report 13 September 2005





Utrecht, 12 September 2005

Dear  Member of the European Parliament, 

In light of your upcoming vote on the draft report of Mr. Hartmut Nassauer tomorrow, we would like to inform you of our concerns regarding the suggested amendments by Mr. Nassauer. As you may be aware, proposals regarding shifting the registration of substances under REACH to a system that is based on risk, also known as “risk-based prioritisation” is at the centre of his amendments. 

While this appears to be something that women and other stakeholders concerned with the human health aspects of man-made chemicals would consider a viable solution, it is not. In fact, we are strongly opposed to these suggested changes as they would in fact render the REACH system redundant. Why is that?

One basic pre-condition of an effective REACH system  is the generation of accurate and sufficient safety data in the registration phase. The REACH proposal recognises that there is currently insufficient data available on chemicals in order to identify hazardous chemicals and allow for a risk assessment. In light of this, REACH  requires the registration of  substances including safety data thus shifting the burden of proof  to industry. The current REACH proposal prioritises CMR substances(carcinogenic, mutagenic, reprotoxic)  and according to tonnage with the highest volumes entering the registration phase first. This is an internationally established parameter, as production volume is considered a proxy to exposure and  detailed independent or verified exposure information, that would be legally usable as a trigger for information requirements is not available. In the second and third step of the registration phase, chemicals with lower production volumes have to be registered – with less data as a tribute to economic considerations. 

We are opposed to Mr. Nassauer’s compromise proposal because it would reduce severely the amount of information industry should be submitting about chemicals within the registration phase. Furthermore, the proposed amendments would instead create an ineffective and costly system that would fail to achieve the first REACH objective, namely the protection of human health and the environment. Amongst others:

· It severely reduces the testing requirements for 20.000 substances with a production volume below 10 t relying instead on physiochemical data like “flashpoint” or ‘granulometry’ which cannot be considered safety data

· Important chemical safety data such as reproductive toxicity for volumes between 10-100 tpa would no longer be mandatory due to the proposed “waiving” of Annex VI

· This would lead to the elimination of the burden of proof for industry and the no-data, no market principle, one of the cornerstones of REACH

· Instead the burden be placed on the new Chemical Agency which would have to deal with a mountain of bureaucracy resulting in higher costs for all stakeholders.

Please do not hesitate to contact us should you have any further questions regarding the concerns raised above. We hope that you are aware of your responsibility towards women and future generations in the EU who want their health to be protected. 

We believe it is time to rise to the occasion and ensure a future EU chemicals policy that delivers on the promise to generate reliable safety data in order to identify hazardous chemicals. To us, there is no other way than that to bridge the information gap on more than 100.000 chemicals marketed in the EU today.

Yours sincerely, 

[image: image2.wmf] 


Daniela Rosche

WECF Policy Coordinator
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