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Summary of the meeting with several industry associations on the legal

PROPOSAL FOR A DRAFT REGULATION ADDING A NEW ANNEX TO CLP ON HARMONISED 
INFORMATION RELATING TO EMERGENCY HEALTH RESPONSE
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Participants:
(EIGA)

(AISE)__
(EMO) 

(EFCC) 
(Fuels Europe) 

(CONCA WE) 
(Cembureau) 
(CEPE)

(DG GROW)
DG GROW)

COM introduced the meeting with a short explanation of the historical background and a 
recapitulation of the discussions that have taken place at previous REACH Committee 
meetings, specifically with regard to the (i) use of the generic product identifier for 
perfumes/fragrances and colouring agents, (ii) group submissions and (iii) concentration 
ranges to be reported. The new, updated legal proposal was presented on screen and the 
technical specifications related to the abovementioned topics were discussed.

Perfumes/fragrauces

AISE welcomed the flexibility for group submissions for mixtures containing 
perfumes/fragrances, but still considers the proposal burdensome and disproportionate to 
the main aim of the Poison Centres. COM took note of AISE's comment that formulators 
making use of perfume components do not always have full knowledge of all 
components present in a perfume mixture.

Colouring agents

COM explained that as most colouring agents are not classified for any health hazard the 
concentration threshold to allow use of a generic product identifier is more important.
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CEPE indicateci that it felt that the concentration threshold of 20% to allow use of a 
generic product identifier was not sufficiently justified. COM explained that this was the 
result of discussions when a more limited list of health hazards excluding the use of 
generic product identifiers was discussed. COM would be ready to reconsider the 
threshold in case this finds Member States support.

Petroleum products, construction products, mortar and cement

COM explained that with regard to previous requests from industry to include sector or 
product specific exemptions in the proposal from the requirement to report the specified 
concentration ranges only one Member State was supportive of this. The importance of 
concentration ranges was underlined in CARACAL and REACH Committee meetings 
several times and no explicit feedback was received challenging the ranges. Comments 
and requests from industry come at a very late stage.

CONCAWE gave a presentation on the composition and classification of their products 
and explained that their members indicated that they cannot comply with the Poison 
Centre proposal. Petroleum substances are UVCBs with variable composition but with 
the same hazard classification.

Cembureau and EMO expressed having almost the exact same problem as CONCAWE 
and voiced their concern about the workability of the proposal for their members. In 
addition, they stated that they cannot measure components within the narrow ranges 
which are specified in the legal proposal.

EIGA presented two examples of industrial gases classified for physical hazards and the 
number of notifications to be done under the current legal proposal. An alternative 
proposal was presented: concentration ranges do not need to be changed, but a note could 
be added to the relevant table in the legal proposal related specifically to mixtures with 
physical hazards only.

COM stated that the concern of Poison Centres is to have adequate information in order 
to be able to provide emergency health response, with 'adequate' meaning specific 
enough to know whether a patient needs a specific treatment. The practical 
implementation should however also not be lost out of sight. COM concluded that the 
proposal as presented will be put up for discussion at the September REACH Committee 
meeting. Should industry find a solution covering their specific sector, discussion could 
still take place at the REACH Committee meeting, subject to Member States' consent.

Location of the UFI

AISE raised the question on the possibility to put the UFI on the packaging instead of the 
labelling. CEPE added that the UFI cannot be put in the original art work, as the UFI will 
change more frequently. Printing of the UFI would therefore have to be done in line.

COM replied that from a practical point of view, in an emergency situation, it may be 
difficult to find the UFI if it is allowed to be put anywhere on the packaging. Allowing it 
to be put only on the label will reduce difficulties to find it.
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