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l. Summary Record of the Proceeding

Item 1 - Welcome and Apologies

The Chair of the Committee, Ms Anna-Liisa Sundqugened the meeting and wel-
comed the participants to the fourth meeting of Mfember State Committee (MSC-
4). The Chair informed participants that the nregtivould be recorded for the pur-
pose of taking the minutes.

1a Welcome remarks by the Executive Director of ECHA

The Executive Director of ECHA, Mr Geert Dancet opé the meeting by welcom-
ing the observers from stakeholder organisatiorishvere present for the first time.
This stakeholder participation was a landmark i pinactical involvement of stake-
holders in the work of the ECHA Committees.

Underpinning the participation of stakeholderspdecof conduct setting out the basic
rules of participation and a declaration of comfiiiglity has been established by
ECHA. The subject of confidentiality was highlightas requiring special attention
by stakeholders. The Executive Director encouragidstakeholders to seriously
consider whether there is a real need to mark cartsymnfidential, and at the same
time when there are confidential elements to docusehe asked stakeholders to
fully respect the confidentiality declaration.

The Executive Director also noted that this meetives the first occasion when
members would discuss proposals for the identibicabf substances of very high
concern (SVHC). He thanked the Committee for itwknthus far for establishing

effective and practical working procedures and ereged members to combine their
expertise and sound decision making in order tevdrna the candidate list.

1b Attendees

Apologies were received from four members. Thedfsattendees is given in Part Il

of the minutes. Three members of the Committeegmed from participating in the

meeting had notified their proxies. The Chair weted the observers from stake-
holder organisations and the OECD to the meeting.

Item 2 - Adoption of the Agenda

The Agenda was adopted without changes. The figah#éla is attached to these min-
utes.

ltem 3 - Declarations of conflicts of interest to he items on the

Agenda
No conflicts of interest were declared specificdoy agenda point of the meeting.

The Chair informed participants who were attendmgthe first time that they must
provide a declaration of confidentiality to the Beariat at the beginning of the meet-

ing.



Item 4 - Adoption of the draft minutes of the MSC-3

4a Adoption of draft minutes
The draft minutes of MSC-3 were adopted without s@nt. The Chair reminded the
Committee that the adopted minutes would be pubtisin the ECHA website.

4b Action points
The action points from the last meeting were ree@wy the Secretariat and all had
been carried out or were to be covered at thisimget

Item 5 - Administrative Issues

5a Reimbursement

The Chair reminded participants that the Secrdtaraild be collecting travel docu-
ments for the purposes of reimbursement in accarlavith the rules of procedure
(RoPs).

5b Annual declarations
The Chair informed members that their annual dattams of interest had been pub-
lished on the ECHA website, but with the signatwkesmembers obscured.

Item 6 — Outcome of written procedures

Reporting back on written procedures

The Chair explained an urgent written procedure Ieh launched on 8 September
and by its close on 12 September, 17 favourabjgoreses had been received and one
comment on the general scope of the written praeedithout indicating agreement
or disagreement. In accordance with the RoPsnagyber who does not comment
within the response period is considered to havergiacit agreement.

The following conclusions were drawn: Triethyl arate was identified, without fur-

ther discussion, as a substance of very high can@vHC) as no comments were
provided on identification. Agreement was to begddwn the identification of nine

CMR substances and two possible PBT/vPvB substdngesfurther written proce-

dure. This took place between 18 September anctdb@r. The substances were:

- 4,4 — Methylene dianiline
- Bis(2-ethylhexyl)phthalate
- Dibutylphthalate

- Benzlbutylphthalate

- Cobalt dichloride

- Lead hydrogen arsenate
- Diarsenic trioxide

- Diarsenic pentoxide

- Sodium dichromate;



Possible PBT/vPvB
- Short chain chlorinated paraffins (SCCP)
- Bis(tributyltin) oxide (TBTO).

Following the written procedure all of these subs&s, with the exception of SCCP,
were unanimously identified as SVHCs meeting theega referred to in Article 57
of REACH. In the case of SCCP, technical problérad been experienced by one
stakeholder attempting to submit comments, ancefber the Chair decided to with-
draw SCCP from the written procedure and seek aggaeon its identification at this
meeting. The Chair also noted the typographicaren the document launching the
written procedure where the substance had beemrautly listed as sodium dichro-
mate dehydrate.

The Chair concluded 11 substances would be plandgdeocandidate list and the re-
sponse to comment documents (RCOM) for each woelgublished on the ECHA
website later in October, with a link to the copessding support documents.

Identification of the following five substances wasbe sought at MSC-4:
- SCCP
- HBCDD
- Anthracene
- Cyclododecane
- Musk Xylene.

The Chair thanked members for their timely respsréi@ing the written procedure
and for their useful comments.

Discussion on substances addressed in written procedure
As there was a unanimous agreement on all substagciessed in the written pro-
cedure there was no need for further discussion.

Item 7 — Seeking agreement on the Annex XV proposafor SVHC

7a Presentation of the procedure

ECHA gave an overview of the 3-step procedureHerauthorisation process. In step
1 the MSC is responsible for seeking agreemenhendentification of SVHC within

a specific timeline. ECHA will subsequently inctuthe substances which have been
identified as SVHC in the candidate list of substmnfor eventual inclusion in Annex
XIV. In the case of the 5 substances for discussiothis meeting, the deadline for
the MSC to reach an agreement on identification ¥&a®ctober 2008. In step 2 the
Commission takes a decision whether the substamcebe candidate list shall be
placed on the list in Annex XIV and subsequenttgps3, the Commission is taking
decisions on applications for authorisations.



ECHA emphasised that the current meeting only aorscthe first step of the authori-
sation procedure. ECHA pointed out that the MS@ds expected to introduce new
arguments on the identification of SVHC or considay other identification criteria
than those referred to in Article 57 of REACH. ndiécation according to articles
57(d)-(e) required the corresponding Annex Xllkeria to be met. Identification is a
process voted by unanimity in which four outcomes possible: 1) the MSC finds
agreement on identification of a substance as SVBQGhere is an agreement that
there is lack of sufficient information to identifige substance as a SVHC; 3) there is
an agreement that the substance is not a SVHC4)alEC cannot agree on the iden-
tification of a substance as a SVHC and the dossidgr the MSC opinion will be
transferred to the Commission for decision making.

7b Discussion and seeking agreement on the Annex XV dossiers for SVHC based
on the comments received

7bi Alkanes, C10-13, Chloro (SCCP)

I ntroduction and response to comments

The dossier was introduced by ECHA on behalf of ille REACH Competent Au-
thority (CA). ECHA explained that SCCP is proposesda SVHC that fulfils the cri-
teria of article 57 (d) of REACH. The proposal Ha&kn made on 26 June and then
made available to the Member States and interggtaaes for comments on 30 June.
The commenting period had ended on 15 August amdidissier was referred to the
MSC on 15 September for agreement on the idertiifica

The justification for the proposal was based upersigtence (P) simulation studies
that indicated the substance met the criteria of persistent (vP), with a half-life in
fresh water or marine sediment (DT50) >180 daysadtumulation (vB) with a bio-
concentration factor (BCF) in fish > 5000; and tbeicity criterion (T) with a long-
term no-observed effect concentration (NOEC) < v@fll. There was also supple-
mentary evidence of persistence and bioaccumuldt@mn environmental monitor-

ing.

Comments had been received from Member State CempAuthorities (MSCA)s,
industry, NGOs and individuals on the propertiethef substance and on its manufac-
ture and use. All of these were noted by the UKdwe been useful but did not have
a significant impact on their proposal that thessabce be identified as a PBT sub-
stance.

Discussion on the support and agreement documents

There was discussion on the comparison with caiteriAnnex XIIl of REACH. A
member requested clarification whether the SVHMtifleation was to be based
upon just one of the criteria referred to in a€ibl7(d)-(e) of REACH or whether sev-
eral could be the legal basis for the identificatidn this case, the MSC unanimously
agreed that since both the criteria referred t&4n(d) and (e) were fulfilled; both
could be used as the basis for the identificatiiacordingly, the support document
conclusion of the PBT and vPvB assessment anduhmnsry of the evaluation as
well as the agreement document were to be amendedéct this dual legal base.



I dentification of SYHC

The MSC agreed unanimously in accordance withlari®(8) of REACH that SCCP
is identified as a SVHC (PBT/vPvB) because it falthe criteria referred to in article
57(d) and (e) of REACH. The Chair confirmed theeggnent would be published on
the ECHA website after final editing. SCCP will imeluded in the candidate list by
ECHA with a link to the agreed Support Documengafinal editing.

7hbii Hexabromocyclododecane and all major diasterioisomersidentified (HBCDD)

I ntroduction and response to comments

The dossier was introduced by the SE REACH CA. BBCwas proposed as a

SVHC that fulfils the criteria of article 57 (d) &EACH. SE presented the proposal,
which had been circulated by ECHA to the MSCAs anuhterested parties for com-

ments on 30 June 2008. The dossier was referrduetdSC on 15 September for
agreement on the identification.

The justification for the proposal was based upodies that indicated the P criteria
were met with a DT50 of >120 days in soil and semfim The B and vB criteria were
met on the basis of a BCF of >5000 and the T daitesith a NOEC < 0.01 mg/l.

Comments had been received from MSCAs, industryOBl@nd individuals. Note-
worthy were the comments from industry that soméhefconclusions in relation to
the persistence studies should be based on théveaslfobtained for soil and sediment
without temperature corrections. In addition, kingetics from one persistence study
were not considered relevant due to unrealistidatij test concentrations.

Discussion on the support and agreement documents

There was a lengthy discussion around comments indiustry in relation to study
temperature and test concentrations for the persiststudies, and on the presentation
of the experimental data in the support documelated to concentrations measured
in human breast milk. The industry representativggested to consider Article 57(f)
as the legal basis instead of Article 57(d). A membf the Committee also ques-
tioned the fertility study available in the docurhand the classification proposed by
Sweden. As this was not agreed in the risk assedgsamel an Annex XV dossier for
harmonised classification and labelling for HBCDBshbeen submitted by Sweden
on this same issue, it was decided to delete ttt@seand to replace it by mentioning
only that and Annex XV dossier for harmonised C&hasasubmitted.

It was agreed that the support document shoulthexthe re-calculation of the half-
lives from 20°C to 12C. It was explained that this is normal practiced(described
in the guidance documents) in order to have hedfsliwhich represent environmental
conditions. It was also agreed that the wordinghef support document should ex-
plain that the variation of results observed intib#-lives in sediment was due to dif-
ferent test concentrations.

Regarding the section dealing with concentratioasuared in the breast milk the
conclusion of the risk assessment was added.

There was discussion on the comparison with cateriAnnex XlIl of REACH and
in particular whether the support and agreementumtents should reflect that



HBCDD meets the criteria for vB as well as B. Afthscussion there was a consen-
sus that vB should also be referred to in both dmmnts.

I dentification of SYHC

The MSC agreed unanimously in accordance with lartt®(8) of REACH that
HBCDD is identified as a SVHC (PBT) because itifsiithe criteria referred to in ar-
ticle 57(d) of REACH. The Chair confirmed the agrent would be published on
the ECHA website after final editing. HBCCD will becluded in the candidate list
by ECHA with a link to the agreed Support Documegiter final editing

7hiii Anthracene

I ntroduction and response to comments

The dossier was introduced by the DE REACH CA. éxplained that anthracene is
proposed as a SVHC that fulfils the criteria ofichet 57 (d) of REACH and it was

also mentioned that there is evidence anthracesigraperties to fulfil the criteria for

vPVvB. Following discussion at other fora for pmas legislation, the document was
now proposed under REACH, circulated by ECHA to MSGnd made available to
interested parties on 30 June 2008. The dossierefarred to the MSC on 15 Sep-
tember for agreement on the identification.

The justification for the proposal was based upersigtence studies that indicated the
substance met the P criteria. In addition, sonoéidodegradation studies suggested
the vP criteria could also be met, including a fieltd study where the DT 50 was 7.9

years and reports of half lifes up to 210 dayserobic sediment mineralisation stud-
ies. Studies of the bioaccumulation have resufigtie B criterion, and possibly the

vB criterion, being fulfilled with BCFs in the raagof 900 — 6000; and aquatic

chronic toxicity studies have yielded NOECs frordd1.2 mg/l (fish, algae) to 0.002

mg/l (daphnia), indicating the T criterion is flikid.

Many comments had been received on the proposhlding from industry which
had not challenged the identification as a SVHC didtnot support the vB status.
One MSCA had pointed out that one of the enviroralestudies had been carried
out at a temperature that was not environmentalgvant and subsequently this had
been removed from consideration.

Discussion on the support and agreement documents

There was an overall consensus regarding the pabfarsdentification of anthracene
as a PBT substance. However, there was discuesidhe evidence that anthracene
fulfils some of the article 57 (e) criteria. It wasncluded a consistent approach
should be taken with this substance as for oth@enwvadditional criteria referred to in
article 57 are met. On this basis it was agreeefer in addition to the fulfilment of
the criteria for P, B and T to the fulfiiment oktkP criterion.

I dentification of SYHC

The MSC agreed unanimously in accordance withlaré®(8) of REACH that an-

thracene is identified as a SVHC (PBT) becauselfild the criteria referred to in ar-

ticle 57(d) of REACH. The Chair confirmed the agrent would be published on
the ECHA website after final editing. Anthracend! Wwe included in the candidate list
by ECHA with a link to the agreed Support Documeiner final editing



7biv Cyclododecane

I ntroduction and response to comments

The dossier was introduced by the FR REACH CA. exBlained that they had origi-
nally proposed cyclododecane as a SVHC that fuffiéscriteria referred to in article
57 (d) of REACH on 26 June 2008. It was circuldigdECHA to MSCAs and made
available to interested parties on 30 June 2008mr@ents had been received from
three MSCAs, and one of them did not support tleatification of cyclododecane as
a SVHC since the substance only met the P andtheobasis of so-called ‘screening
criteria’, rather than the criteria as laid downAinnex XlIl. This MSCA had there-
fore proposed that further information would bedeskto decide on the identification
of the substance as SVHC. FR therefore had propiosie draft Support Document
submitted to the MSC for agreement on 15 Septemiehe identification of cyclo-
dodecane with the legal base of article 57(f).

Concerning the P criteria, FR reported that songgadtation has been observed using
adapted strains of microorganisms and that thetaonbs is not expected to hydrolyse
based on information on similar compounds. For Theriteria, a predicted acute
L(E)C50 value had been derived from QSARs of laéss1t0.1 mg/l. In addition, an
acute test on fish showed no toxicity up to theulsiity limit. The justification for
meeting the B and vB criteria was from studies ol the substance had shown a
high bioaccumulation potential, a BCF of 13,70@ish.

Discussion on the support and agreement documents

There was overall consensus that insufficient mition was available to identify
cyclododecane as a SVHC on the basis of its PBpasties. On this basis the sup-
port and agreement documents should reflect thedaiformation to decide if the
substance was or was not identified as a subst#ne®y high concern, but neverthe-
less note that the criteria for B and vB had besiiléd.

I dentification of SYHC

The MSC agreed unanimously in accordance withlaré8(8) of REACH that it is
currently not possible to justify the identificati@f cyclododecane as a substance of
very high concern under Article 57. The Chair conéd the agreement would be
published on the ECHA website after final editimgldhat it would not be included in
the candidate list. The adopted Support Documest &hal editing would also be
published on the ECHA website.

7bv 5-Tert-butyl-2,4,6-trinitro-m-xylene (musk xylene)

I ntroduction and response to comments

The dossier was introduced by the NL REACH CA. @&d{plained that musk xylene
is proposed as a SVHC that fulfils the criteriaadfcle 57 (e) of REACH. A proposal
in accordance with article 59(3) of REACH was preged on 30 June 2008 and circu-
lated by ECHA to MSCAs and made available to irdeze parties. The dossier was
referred to the MSC on 15 September for agreemetheidentification.



The justification for the proposal was based upersigtence studies that indicated the
substance met the P and vP criteria with a DT50dgoadation in sea water > 150
days. Re-assessment of the available bioaccumnldaita in fish indicated that the
vB and B criteria are being fulfilled as reliabledies showed a wide range of BCFs,
among which values above the vB criterion of 5,000. However, with respect to
the T criteria, most of the studies resulted in KBOE&lues > 0.01 mg/l, thus indicat-
ing the T criteria were not fulfilled.

Comments had been received on the proposal, imjuscbhmments from industry that
photolysis would play a significant role in the degdpation of musk xylene. However,
the basic proposal for identification on the basfisarticle 57(e) remained unchal-
lenged.

Discussion on the support and agreement documents

It was agreed that photolysis cannot be taken actmunt in the assessment of the
persistence as no agreed methods and criteritadonge photholysis degradation are
presently available. The comments challenging ifleation of musk xylene as a vP
had already been reviewed in the context of theipnps Community legislation and
conclusion of the experts had been that the sutesttrfils the vP criteria. There was
a consensus regarding the proposal for identiboatif musk xylene as a vPvB sub-
stance. After discussion there were some additiortte support document to pro-
vide further discussion on the quality of the bmaoulation studies and to make ref-
erence to the risk assessment report from pre@amsmunity legislation.

I dentification of SYHC

The MSC agreed unanimously in accordance withlar§8(8) of REACH that musk
xylene is identified as a SVHC (vPvB) because [iilfuthe criteria referred to in arti-
cle 57(e) of REACH. The Chair confirmed the agreatrwould be published on the
ECHA website after final editing. Musk xylene wilke included in the candidate list
by ECHA with a link to the agreed Support Documeiner final editing

Iltem 8 — Feedback from other ECHA bodies and REACHCA-
meeting

8a ECHA Management Board Meeting

ECHA reported on the meeting of the Management @tzat had taken place on 24-
25 September. A new Chair, Dr Thomas Jakl fromtdadrad been elected follow-
ing the resignation of the previous Chair, Mr Jukkam in August.

A discussion had taken place on the 2009 Work Rragre and the 2009-2012 Multi
Annual Work Programme which will be posted on ECW@bsite for public consulta-

tion. The Management Board has also invited the i@iit@es and Forum to report on
their work on a regular basis. The Management Badsd decided in accordance
with its rules of procedure to admit observers frita EEA EFTA countries as the
membership of these countries in the ManagementdB@guires review of the EEA

Treaty.

8b Fifth REACH Competent Authorities Meeting



The Chair reported on the Fifth Meeting of the REACompetent Authorities that

had taken place on 25-26 September. Agenda iténrgevest were in relation to

Annexes XI.3 (exposure based waiving rules), Xtlitéria for PBT and vPvB) and

XV (dossiers) of REACH. Modification of Annex Xl.Bas already been favourably
voted by the Regulatory Committee with scrutiny #mel scrutiny period of couple of
months by the European Parliament started. FoeRNill, three options for the re-

view were being discussed in a sub group whichrhatlin September. A new draft
for revision of Annex Xl suggested by the Comnmosswas to be subject to a writ-
ten procedure by the CAs.

ECHA proposed to organise a workshop to support Man$tates in preparing An-
nex XV dossiers for the identification of SVHC. sles for consideration included:
timelines for handing in dossiers, deciding thet liestrument for risk management
(authorisation or restrictions), scope of the Anixakdossiers and other aspects that
have been raised in the context of the comment&roex XV reports. The ECHA
workshop to discuss the issues would probably kekihelanuary 2009.

Iltem 9 - AOB

I Press Release

A draft press release was prepared for informa#ind the core message was pre-
sented by the Chair. Some comments provided bynéymbers were promised to be
taken forward by the Chair.

ii Plan for meetingsin 2008

Tentative meeting dates for 2008 were presentéallass.

MSC-5 4 -5 November
MSC-6 16 - 18 December (starting in the afternoeri® December)

Item 10 - Adoption of conclusions and action points

The conclusions and action points of the meetingAfinex 1V) were adopted after
discussion.

Modification to the Meeting Length

On account of faster than anticipated progress thi#hagenda, the meeting ended on
8 October.
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lll Final agenda

BRECHA

European Chemicals Agency
7 October, 2008
ECHA/MSC-4/2008/A/04 Agenda

Final Agenda
Fourth meeting of the Member State Committee

7-9 October 2008
Katajanokan Kasino,
Laivastokatu 1,
00160 Helsinki, Finland

7 October: starts at 9:00
9 October: ends at 14:00

| Item 1 — Welcome and Apologies |

| Item 2 — Adoption of the Agenda |

MSC/A/04/2008
For adoption

| Item 3 — Declarations of conflicts of interest tadtems on the Agenda |

| Item 4 — Adoption of the draft minutes of the MSC-3 |

MSC/M/03/2008/
For adoption

Iltem 5 — Administrative Issues
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For information

Item 6 — Outcome of written procedures

» Reporting back on written procedures

» Discussion on substances addressed in written guoeavhere neces-
sary

Document ECHA/MSC-4/2008/41

Room document ECHA/MSC-4/2008/42 on the outcom@fwritten
procedure on identification of SVHC

For information and discussion

| Item 7 — Seeking agreement on the Annex XV proposafor SVHC

7a) Presentation of the procedure

7b)  Discussion and seeking agreement on the AKiveaossiers for SVHC based
on the comments received

» Alkanes, C10-13, Chloro (SCCP)

Documents ECHA/MSC-4/2008/38-40
» Hexabromocyclododecane (HBCDD)

Documents ECHA/MSC-4/2008/29-31

» Anthracene

Documents ECHA/MSC-4/2008/32-34
» Cyclododecane

Documents ECHA/MSC-4/2008/35-37
» 5-Tert-butyl-2,4,6-trinitro-m-xylene (Musk xylene)

Documents ECHA/MSC-4/2008/26-28

For discussion and agreement

| Item 8 — Feedback from other ECHA bodies and REACHCA-meeting |

For information
| ltem 9 — AOB |

Press Release after the meeting

| Item 10 — Adoption of conclusions and action points |
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IV MSC-4 MAIN CONCLUSIONS & ACTION POINTS
7-8" October 2008

(Adopted at the MSC-4

meeting)

Agenda point

Conclusions / decisions / minor-Action

ity opinions

requested after the
meeting (by whom/by when)

4. Draft min-
utes

Draft minutes were adopted.

Minutes will be placed on the
ECHA website (SECR /after the
meeting).

5. Administra-
tive issues

The declarations of conflicts 0fThe participants of the meeting

interest published on ECHA we
site — signatures have been
moved.

bwho are attending for the first
rekme need to provide the confi-
dentiality declaration to the
SECR.

to
es

Members and invited experts
send the original boarding pass
for the (return) flights to the
SECR immediately after the
return or latest by 6October.

D

ir

6. Outcome of
written proce-
dures

Reporting
from written
procedures

MSC took note of the following:

Positive responses from majoritnd Support Documents for pu

of members were received rega

SECR to finalise the agreements
b-

rdication for the 10 SVHC. Fing

ing which procedure should pédgreements and SDs to be made

used for agreement seeking for 1

16 substances proposed as SVHepecific folders, and later on al

Based on the outcome

-Triethylarsenate was not referr
to the MSC but will be included g
the candidate list without its in
volvement. -Eleven substanc
were agreed to be addressed
written procedure for an agre
ment.

-Four substances should be di

cussed in the MSC meeting in G
tober.

Written procedure to seek agre
ment:

All members responded to the

written procedure and agreed
the identification of the ten sul
stances
-benzylbutylphthalate
-bis(2-ethyl(hexyl)phthalate)

rvailable on Circa in substan
50
on the ECHA website.
ed

n

e_

on
D-

(DEHP)
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-cobalt dichloride
-4,4’-diaminodiphenylmethane
-diarsenic pentaoxide
-diarsenic trioxide
-dibutylphthalate

-lead hydrogen arsenate
-sodium dichromate and
bis(tributyltin)oxide (TBTO) as
SVHCs.

SCCP was withdrawn from th

written procedure and discussed in
the meeting.
7. Seeking When seeking agreement there gre
agreement on| basically four options:
the Annex 1) The MSC finds agreement on
XV proposals | identification of SVHC.
for SVHC 2) There is an agreement that there
;) ati is lack of sufficient information to
ofr(teﬁsr;])sxlzoer] identify the substance as a SVHC.
dure 3) There is an agreement that the
substance is not a SVHC.
4) MSC cannot agree on the iden-
tification of the SVHC and the
dossier with the MSC opinon will
be transferred to the Commissipn
for decision making.
MSC will consider only comments
on identification of a substance @as

b)

Discussion
and seeking
agreement of
the Annex
XV dossiers
for SVHC
based on thé
comments
received

SVHC in accordance with Articl
57.

Unanimous agreement was fou
on the following:

' Alkanes, C10-13, Chloro (SCCP
— identified as SVHC (PBT/vPv
substance) because it fulfils t
criteria of Art. 57 (d) and (e) d
" REACH Regulation.

Hexabromocyclododecane
(HBCDD) - identified as SVHC
(PBT substance) because it fulf
the criteria of Art. 57 (d) o

D

NECR to finalise the agreemer
and Support Documents for pu
lication. RCOM table will be

Bpublished on ECHA websit

fmation, making statement that
is a meeting document of tk
dossier submitter. Final agre
ments and SDs to be made av.
_able on Circa in substance sj
cific folders, and later on als
I%n the ECHA website.
rAII the substances except cycl

hwithout any confidential infort

nts
b-

e

it
e
e_
Ail-
De-
0

O_

REACH Regulation.

dodecane will be included on tk

ne
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Anthracene identified as
SVHC (PBT substance) because
fulfils the criteria of Art. 57 (d) of
REACH Regulation)

Cyclododecane - it is currently
not possible to justify the identi
cation of cyclododecane as
SVHC under Art. 57 of REACH.

5-Tert-butyl-2,4,6-trinitro-m-
xylene (Musk xylene)- identified
as SVHC (vPvB substance) b

cause it fulfils the criteria of Arf.

57 (e) of REACH Regulation)

candidate list.

> it

8. Feedback SECR to keep the MSC in-
from  other formed about the planned time
ECHA bod- and topics for the workshop to
ies and discuss Annex XV proposals
REACH CA- (scope, timelines, other rigk
meeting management options) and other
topics closely related to prepara-
tion of Annex XV proposals.
9. AOB Press release after the meeting Will
list the substances for which agree-
ment has been reached, and which
will be added to the candidate list.
Tentative meeting dates for 2008
. 4-5 November (1,5 days)
. 16-18 December (start pm
of the 18
General All  presentations and room
documents to be uploaded pn

Circa (SECR /by 10/10/08).

Conclusions and action points
this doc) to be uploaded to Cir
(SECR /by 10/10/08)
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