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Chemicals in the EU – a large sector

•

•
•

3rd manufacturing
sector in EU
25 000 companies
1,7 million employees

• EU is losing world-wide share but
still growing
• The EU has limited natural
resources
•Innovation is key to continued
growth, together with other key
drivers
• In 2010 world chemical turn-over
values at
•€ 2353 Billion

Every year the value of
€ 2.353.000.000.000
of chemicals enters the economy,
that is the 'technosphere' and
either:
- exits to the environment (incl.
humans)
- stays or degrades in the
'technosphere'
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General framework for
environment policy: the 7th EAP
"Living well, within the limits of our planet"
Objective 3: To safeguard EU citizens from
environment-related pressures and risks to
health and well-being
- Water, air pollution and chemicals: general
public's top environmental concerns in EU
- WHO estimates 15-20% deaths in EU due to
environmental stressors.

7th EAP
The EU needs to deliver on:
•
•
•

cyclical economy
resource efficiency
non-toxic product cycles

which put additional (or confirms existing)
demands on our Chemicals Policy

REACH as central to achieve this
• REACH reverses the burden of proof and enables
enforceable action by authorities (through enforcement
action or legislative action).
• REACH internalises the cost of E&H protection in the product
sold, thus promoting substances with lower E&H protection
costs.
• REACH rewards those doing a good job versus the 'free
riders'
• We know how this works in theory but REACH is in force
since 2007: so what are the early conclusions ?
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REACH Review conclusions
•

REACH functions well and delivers
objectives that at present can be assessed.

on

all

•

Some needs for adjustments, but balanced
against legislative stability and predictability, no
changes to the enacting terms of REACH.

•

In current framework, need to reduce impact on
SMEs.

•

Many other opportunities for further improvement
by optimizing implementation at all levels.

•

Commitment of all actors involved is necessary.

REACH review: conclusions
• Human Health and Environment
• Too early to quantify benefits but
positive initial trend for substances
already registered:
• More and better information available
• Better targeted risk management
measures
• Significant decrease in the risks

• Increased moves towards
substitution of SVHC

REACH Review Follow-Up
• 2nd half 2013:
Endocrine disruptors
Commission proposal for the
adaptation of REACH Annexes to
nanomaterials
• January 2015:
> Commission proposal, if
appropriate, with regard to
registration requirements for 1-10
tonnes substances and/or polymers
> Follow-up report with regard to the
impact of REACH on innovation

The SVHC Roadmap: background
•

Vice-President Tajani and Commissioner
Potočnik commitments
• Candidate List of 136 SVHC by the
end of 2012
• Have all relevant currently known
SVHCs included in the Candidate List
by 2020 (key is to define what is
relevant)
• Roadmap building on a Risk Management
Options (RMO) analysis framework.
Commission, ECHA and Member States to
work together
• Roadmap presented and discussed with
Environment and Competitiveness Council
(February and March 2013) – broad support
• Now work at ECHA on implementation

Roadmap Implementation
•

Move from the policy aspects to the implementation
phase: first discussions in April (ECHA workshop) and July
(ad-hoc CA meeting), should be finalised at November
CARACAL

•

Main aspects discussed:
• How to screen and analyse the different categories of
SVHCs (CMRs, PBTs, substances of equivalent
concern)
• The role of the RMO analysis in choosing the best
option
• How to integrate socio-economic elements in the
decision making
• Workload sharing
• Progress monitoring, reporting and communication

Futurs enjeux

Nanomaterials

Endocrine
disruptors

Cocktail effects

For further information
please visit:
•
•
•

ec.europa.eu/enterprise/reach
ec.europa.eu/environment/chemicals/reach
echa.europa.eu

This presentation does not necessarily reflect the official
opinion of the Commission.

