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l. Summary Record of the Proceedings

Item 1 - Welcome and Apologies

The Chair of the Committee, Ms Anna-Liisa Sundqugened the meeting and wel-
comed the participants to the"Lteeting of the Member State Committee (MSC).
For this 12' meeting, apologies were received from seven MSGnipees. Four
members of MSC who were unable to participate m tieeting had notified the
Chair as to their proxies (for the full list of etidees and further details see Part Il of
the minutes).

Item 2 - Adoption of the Agenda

The Agenda was adopted as proposed by the MSC t8eateThe final Agenda is
attached to these minutes.

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

No conflicts of interest were declared in respedcirty Agenda point of the meeting.

Item 4 — Adoption of draft minutes of the MSC-11

ECHA Secretariat (SECR) explained that written canta on the draft minutes of
MSC-11 received from one meeting participant hadnbtaken into account. The
minutes —confidential and non-confidential parigere adopted without any further
changes. The MSC Secretariat will upload the mmuote CIRCA and on the ECHA
website.

The action points from the MSC-11 meeting wererrefe to by SECR. Long term
actions related to the satisfaction survey arkistprogress. Otherwise all actions had
been carried out or were to be covered at thisingpet

Iltem 5 - Administrative Issues

SECR informed the meeting that the renewal procésthe membership of MSC

members who started their 3-year term in Febru@f82vill be launched by ECHA

early September 2010. To this end, permanent reptatsons of the relevant Member
States will be invited by ECHA to renew the terntteéir current MSC member or to
appoint a new MSC member, as a gap in terms ofefif MSC members is not de-
sirable after February 2011.

The renewal process will be started simultaneoalsly for the other ECHA Commit-
tees and Forum. SECR invited the MSC members twda this message to their
permanent representations and ministries in cHargthese matters.

Iltem 6 — Participation of stakeholder representaties and case-
owners during specific dossier evaluation related ebates in MSC —
MSC members’ view (closed session)



Iltem 7 — Evaluation tasks

a) Seeking agreement on draft decisions on a testinggposal and two
compliance checks when amendments were proposed l5’s (closed
session, public minutes)

Regarding case TPE 001/2010, the registrant didormtide any comments on the
proposed amendment of an MSCA. The MSCA proposiegonly amendment made
it clear in the meeting that their intention wag tw propose an amendment but to
submit a comment. MSC found unanimous agreemenE®©HA’s draft decision
without amending it.

Regarding case CCH 001/2010, MSC took into accthentcomments of the regis-
trant on the proposed amendments of MSCAs. In MS@w, the comments did not
provide any new information that would affect tlmmtent of the draft decision. Based
on the discussion in MSC-11, MSC decided to ame@tiA’s draft decision and
found unanimous agreement on it. ECHA'’s draft denisvas agreed to be supple-
mented by requiring the registrant also to provigdestudy summaries on all avail-
able in vitro mutagenicity tests, and not limiting the requirememly to the
mutagenicity tesin vivo. The justification for the requirement was that@ding to
the REACH Regulation all available information liase provided so that informa-
tion also on then vitro mutagenicity tests needs to be included in thistregion dos-
sier although this test is not part of the inforimatrequirements for the registered
tonnage level of the substance. MSC consideredthésanformation on then vitro
tests being relevant for the comprehensive assessofienutagenicity of the sub-
stance.

Regarding case CCH 003/2010, MSC took into accthntcomments of the regis-
trant on the proposed amendments of MSCAs. In MS@w, the comments did not
provide any new information that would affect tlwntent of the draft decision. Based
on the discussion in MSC-11 on the same case, M&{tield to amend ECHA'’s draft
decision and found unanimous agreement on it. Comap@ ECHA'’s draft decision,
the agreed draft decision does not contain datainegents for endpoints as those
cannot be specified without having confirmed infation on substance identity. The
amended draft decision requires the registrantréeige further information on the
identity of the substance, and to update the dossih analytical methods and spec-
tral data. In light of the amendment also the deadb update the registration dossier
was changed from 12 month to 6 month.

SECR also informed MSC that the form for MSCAs togmse amendments will be
made clearer for future draft decisions, to malkedistinction between comments and
proposal for amendments easier.

b) Organisation of evaluation work: technical discussins in the MSC —
report from the written commenting round

On the MSC-11 meeting, SECR introduced a documenpgsing to establish a
working group for MSC to deal with high number afsdier evaluation draft deci-
sions which are likely to reach MSC in the neaufet As the proposal did not gain
support on the MSC-11 meeting, SECR invited the M8€&mbers to submit their



comments and views on the issue in writing. SECiIarmed MSC of the results of
the written commenting round.

In the discussion of the topic, as a responsecimnament SECR explained that it has
plans on improving the communication between ECHA MSCAs. It is considered
to be of key importance to explain transparentlyl duolly the rationale behind
ECHA'’s draft decisions and reduce the number amentsnto them proposed by
MSCAs. This also would reduce the workload of MSECR will probably be able
to further reflect these plans in MSC-13 on 15-&6t8mber 2010.

Regarding the communication with the registrantSHRB is currently introducing
more informal ways to make this communication amel ¢cooperation with the regis-
trants more effective.

It was also clarified by SECR, that draft decisiomsl always be submitted to

MSCAs in batches according to the meeting dates.mieting dates with the corre-
sponding dates when MSCAs will receive the batasfedraft decisions will be an-

nounced to MSCAs in advance to help MSCAs to plaairtwork regarding dossier
evaluation.

Reflecting to further comments, the Chair pointedl that to make the work of MSC
in the process of dossier evaluation the mostiefftc SECR will establish CIRCA
Newsgroup on dossier evaluation and the agendaeditSC meeting will be stream-
lined, keeping the number of agenda points onlyrffarmation as low as possible.

MSC members expressed the wish that SECR woulegpresshort summary of ar-
guments to kick off the discussion on a testingppeal or compliance check, if logis-
tically possible.

To organise these first discussions and the decmsi@king in separate MSC meetings
will not always be possible as that would requiikk siore frequent meetings. How-
ever, longer MSC meetings having separate sesfomsitial discussion and for de-
cision making can well be organised. SECR reminaleauit the challenges and time
needed in the near future for discussions when mormplex cases of registration
dossiers of high volume substances will need tdiseussed and solutions found.

Otherwise SECR did not find difficulties in suppong the proposals made in the
members’ contributions regarding organisation ofknaf MSC.

c) Update on the ongoing dossier evaluation work andigns for sub-
stance evaluation

SECR gave a summary report on the situation ofdbssier evaluation work in
ECHA.

SECR introduced the meeting document on ECHA’s plfan substance evaluation.
Based on the conclusions of the evaluation workshdpeptember 2009, substances
should be selected by the suspected risk and kb&hibod that the outcome i.e. a
draft decision drafted by the evaluating MembeteSvaill confirm or refute the sus-
picion. Exact selection criteria will be discusseda workshop, in cooperation with
the Member States. The workshop on prioritisatioteiga for Compliance check and
Substance evaluation will be organised on 18-1®kmt2010, back to back with the
MSC-14 meeting. The refinement of and the agreeroarthe prioritisation criteria
should be reached by the end of 2010. Input fervilorkshop as to MSs’ views on



the scope of substance evaluation and on develdpohéime prioritisation criteria, as
well as nominations for participants in the prepamaworking group, are welcome
by 31 August 2010.

There was broad support for the workshop by the M&nbers, but it was also re-
marked that several reasons for concern (and thiisria) may need to be combined
in order to be effective and flexible.

Iltem 8 —Identification of SVHC

a) Reporting back on written procedure on identification of SVHC'’s in
written procedure

SECR shortly informed the MSC meeting of the outeowoh the written procedure.

Five substances were identified as SVHC with unanmsnagreement of the MSC

members. Some editorial changes in the five suppo@ctuments and agreements of
MSC were also unanimously agreed upon in the mgésiee Annex IV for details).

b) Seeking agreement on Annex XV proposals for identdation of SVHC

The Chair clarified that the basis for the agreenemhe inherent properties i.e. the
hazards of the substances and if they meet therieriin Article 57 of REACH. In-
formation on uses, alternatives and exposure &entanto account later on in the au-
thorisation process when the substances are beiogtiped from the candidate list
for inclusion into the Annex XIV (authorisationtlis

The Chair also reminded MSC of the conclusionsefdiscussions held in the MSC-
11 meeting on the relationship between the CLP R#¢ign and REACH Regulation.
According to Article 59 (2) and (3), an Annex XVs#er may be limited to a refer-
ence to an entry with harmonised classificatioimex | of Directive 67/548/EEC
(or in Annex VI of CLP Regulation (EC) 1272/20080 further justification to iden-
tify a substance as SVHC is needed. If any newrin&tion became available since
the substance was classified on Community levedjl@hging the existing harmo-
nised classification, a new proposal to revise thassification has to be made by a
MSCA in accordance with the CLP Regulation. Thigvmroposal has to be submit-
ted to the Risk Assessment Committee (RAC) of ECRAC will examine this pro-
posal and give its opinion on it to the CommissiBased on the opinion of RAC, the
Commission may amend the harmonised classificatidxnnex VI of the CLP Regu-
lation. According to this, MSC has no power to atheristing harmonised classifica-
tion of substances included in the Community legish.

Following this introduction, the representativestioé proposing MSCAs presented
the proposals for the following three substancebeagreed upon by MSC in this
meeting as a substance of very high concern (SVHC):

- Boric acid

- Disodium tetraborate anhydrous

- Tetraboron disodium heptaoxide, hydrate



MSC agreed unanimously on the proposals to idetitgyabove three substances as a
SVHC. The three support documents and the threeeawnts of MSC were also
unanimously agreed upon with some editorial chaiiges Annex 1V for details).

ltem 9 — Discussion on ECHA’s 2¢ draft recommendation for inclusion of pri-
ority substances in Annex XIV

a) Results of the application of the priority settingapproach for inclusion
of substances in Annex XIV

Introducing the topic, the Chair explained thatdshsn written commenting before
and discussion at MSC-11, ECHA had refined the ggnmiority setting approach.

This refined approach was applied on the substapice candidate list. The results
of this work were provided to MSC. No comments wezeeived by ECHA on this

document.

ECHA presented the changes in the general prisetying approach. As agreed by
MSC at MSC-11, ECHA applied a scoring algorithm afgb the verbal argumenta-
tive approach to the substances of the candidstsithultaneously. Regulatory effec-
tiveness of a potential authorisation requiremea aiso taken into account. As sug-
gested in the discussion at MSC-11, weighting off BvB substances vs. CMR
substances was slightly increased. Scoring of wlidpersive use was also slightly
changed: the score for insignificant release camb® ‘1’ instead of 0’ if the number
of sites where the substance is used is higheri@an

For the establishment of background reports aratipsation of the substances on the
candidate list, ECHA collected and used data frbm Annex XV dossiers, from
comments received during consultation in the cdntéxthe SVHC identification
process, and from investigations on volumes, usdsr@leases carried out by ECHA
or by its consultants. Background reports for “okiibstances in the candidate list
(i.e. substances which were on the candidate llisady at the time of the previous
prioritisation) were updated if new information ose, volume and release was avail-
able.

The result of the priority setting was presentedefach substance on the candidate list
(and not included in ECHA's first recommendatio@pe MSC member proposed that
non-prioritised substances should be categoriseddan the reasoning why these
substances were not prioritised. ECHA responded tha reasoning for not—
prioritisation of each non-prioritised substancenduded in the document describing
the results of the priority setting by ECHA.

Concerning anthracene oils and their derivativesvals as coal tar pitch high tem-
perature the MSC supported ECHA’s conclusion nahttude the substances in the
draft recommendation but expressed its concetmeasame time that measures should
be taken to reduce the PAH emissions.

In case of acrylamide, a MSC member proposedbietprioritised for public consul-

tation for the reason that no formal measure sig the use of acrylamide is in
place at the moment and there is neither any foinfatmation available from the

Commission that would confirm the plan to restuisies. ECHA is not proposing
acrylamide to be prioritised and addressed in th#ip consultation because grouting,
which is the only currently known use of acrylamidding under the scope of au-
thorisation, is currently being proposed for resion by the Commission. It was
agreed that SECR will make its conclusion whetbeaddress acrylamide in the draft



recommendation for public consultation after hegiihe status of the Commission
plans on restricting the use of acrylamide in grapgpplications at the CARACAL
meeting on 15-16 June 2010.

It was clarified by SECR, that grouping of substfor prioritisation e.g. for chrom-
ates could possibly be done in the next recommardabund but not in this current
one because several chromates would be introducétkeicandidate list soon after
they had been identified as SVHC. MSC emphasisathdbe need to come up with
proposals addressing a group of substances sa gwatnd approach could be taken as
regards prioritisation and addressing for authtinsachemically similar substances
for similar uses. It was mentioned by ECHA thatugiog should preferentially be
discussed at the CARACAL meetings.

In the context of cobalt dichloride and other coltampounds it was concluded that
when more cobalt compounds will be placed on thelickate list, they will be looked
at in the light of possible grouping for the recoemdation.

Regarding diarsenic trioxide and diarsenic pent@@mxMSC suggested to place them
in the draft recommendation for the public condidtain order to get more informa-
tion on use and exposure. It is only after the joutdnsultation that SECR will decide
whether to prioritise or not these two compoundste recommendation.

According to a statement of a meeting participamicerning arsenic trioxide, there is
currently no known use of arsenic trioxide in battead in Europe. This information
could be taken into account in the discussion aorifisation of arsenic trioxide.

MSC supported ECHA’s proposal not to prioritiseraefory ceramic fibres (RCFs)
until inclusion in the candidate list of the reéttiee man-made mineral fibres (Index
number 650-017-00-8) classified as carcinogeni&rinex VI of the CLP Regulation
that currently fall outside the definition of RC8s the candidate list. A member an-
nounced that her MSCA is considering to prepardanex XV SVHC dossier for
these substances soon after the registration deadifil December 2010 when more
information becomes available on the fibres onntiaeket.

Regarding prioritisation of substances on the aiatdilist with no known use in the
EU, ECHA's plan is to monitor the registration dess of these substances. As soon
as ECHA becomes aware of uses of these substdheast is time to consider again
prioritisation of these substances.

After discussion on each of the substances onahdidate list, MSC expressed gen-
eral support for ECHA'’s proposal on which substamsigould and should not be pri-
oritised (see further details in Annex 1V).

b) Draft Annex XIV entries and their justifications for prioritised sub-
stances

SECR introduced the topic presenting the genegalageh for the draft recommenda-
tion, the draft Annex XIV entries and the justificen documents for these entries.

MSC generally supported the Annex XIV entries floe draft recommendation in-
cluding the application dates and sunset datesopezpby ECHA. However, MSC
suggested ECHA not to include the exemption forube of artist paints for lead sul-
fochromate yellow and lead chromate sulphate malidded in the public consulta-
tion because there were doubts that generic exengpif carcinogens in artist’s



paints can be justified from a risk perspectivecdrding to information received
from one of the meeting participants, these sulbs&m@re no longer used in artist’s
paints.

SECR agreed to decide whether a PPORD exemptioledar sulfochromate yellow
and lead chromate sulphate molybdate red is apptegn the draft recommendation
for public consultation, after contacting a compéaying submitted to ECHA a re-
quest for a possible PPORD exemption for the alweesubstances. It was felt that
the company should provide more information towaltmncluding in which category
of possible exemptions (i.e. scientific researctt development, product and process
oriented research and development or exemptiorherbasis of Article 58(2)) their
use could fall.

c) Next steps of the work for the %' draft recommendation for Annex
XIV

SECR highlighted the next main steps of the progessshort presentation. No ques-
tions were raised by the meeting participants.

Item 10 — Opinion on the draft recommendation of piority sub-
stances to be included in Annex XIV: Tasks and appotment of
Rapporteur and possible working group

a) Tasks of the Rapporteur in drafting the opinion ofMSC

SECR introduced the meeting document describingrthiedate and tasks of the Rap-
porteur. The document was based very much on tine &&nd of document from the
last recommendation process taking into accountliaamges of the relevant working
procedures of MSC. No questions were raised byntieeting participants. MSC
agreed to the Terms of Reference for the Rappoagpresented.

b) Appointment of Rapporteur

MSC unanimously appointed one of its members afRtigporteur based on his ex-
pression of interest for this role.

c) Establishment of a working groupo support the Rapporteur

MSC established a working group to support the Reppr consisting of seven of its
members and agreed also on the mandate of thervgogkoup.

Item 11 — Update on provisional work plan for MSC
. Provisional meeting dates of MSC for 2011

The Chair briefly introduced the document listifg tprovisional meeting dates for
2011. No guestions were raised.

Item 12 — Any other business

. Suggestions from members
There were no suggestions from MSC members.
. Possible updates to Manual of Decisions (MoD)

There was one proposal from MSC members regardiagpgng issues. The Chair
explained that ideas for MoD entries on the recormmaa&on process will be collected



after finishing the current recommendation proc&sCR proposed a new entry for
the MoD relating to the SVHC identification proceaad relationship between
REACH and CLP Regulations. Another proposed erggarding the dossier evalua-
tion process was related to the decision of MS@riakt the current meeting stating
that all available information has to be submittedhe registration dossier even if it
is not specifically requested for the tonnage harglestion.

SECR will prepare the written proposals for thetrmaeeting for discussion and pos-
sible adoption. MSC members are also invited tarsutheir further proposals.

. Update toMSC on its potential task on identification of biocidal active sub-
stances with PBT, vPvB and POP properties

SECR explained that since the last MSC-11 meeE@}A sent a letter to the Com-
mission asking for clarification whether the Comsios would like to use the stan-
dard SVHC route or the Article 77(3)(c) route tewewe the opinion of MSC on
PBT/vPVB properties of certain biocidal active sabses. ECHA’s wish would be to
follow the SVHC route. So far ECHA did not recemmy response to its letter and the
legal clarification of the issue in the Commississtill ongoing.

Responding to a question ECHA explained that tieem®thing in the legal text of the
REACH Regulation preventing biocides or pesticiftem being subject to identifica-
tion as PBT or vPvB substances if the appropriaiaek XV SVHC dossiers will be
received by ECHA. It was noted by one member tiatithes are outside the scope of
authorisation.

. QSAR Workshop

ECHA is organising a workshop on how to deal wittestific uncertainty, when non-
test methods such as QSAR, read-across and cherategjories are used for regula-
tory decision making in the context of REACH. Therlshop called “Dealing with
Uncertainty from the use of Non-Test Methods urREACH” will be held in Hel-
sinki at ECHA on 2% — 24" September 201(1.5 days). MSCAs are invited to iden-
tify their experts with regulatory experience opbjing non-test methods. The work-
shop is also open to Industry, NGOs, and also plysg other international regula-
tory bodies.

Item 13 - Adoption of conclusions and action points

The conclusions and action points of the meetingevaelopted after discussion (see
Annex V).
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lll Final agenda
9 June 2010
Final agenda

Final Agenda
12" meeting of the Member State Committee

9-10 June 2010
ECHA Conference Centre
Annankatu 18, in Helsinki, Finland

9 Junestarts at 9:30
10 Juneends at 17:30

Item 1 — Welcome and Apologies

Item 2 — Adoption of the Agenda

MSC/A/012/2010
For adoption

Item 3 — Declarations of conflicts of interest totems on the Agenda

Item 4 —Adoption of draft minutes of the MSC-11

MSC/M/11/2010
For adoption

Iltem 5 — Administrative Issues

» Renewal of memberships for Committees and Forum
For information

Item 6 — Participation of stakeholder representatives and cse-owners during
specific evaluation dossier related debates in MSCMSC members’ view

Closed session

ECHA/MSC-12/2010/004
For discussion

Iltem 7 —Evaluation tasks
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Closed session for 7a

Seeking agreement on draft decisions on a testinggpmosal and two compli-
ance checks when amendments were proposed by MS’s

ECHA/MSC-12/2010/001
- TPE 001/2010
ECHA/MSC-12/2010/017-019

- CCH 001/2010
ECHA/MSC-12/2010/020-022

- CCH 003/2010
ECHA/MSC-12/2010/023-025
For discussion & agreement

ECHA/MSC-12/2010/002
For information
Organisation of evaluation work: technical discussins in MSC — report
from the written commenting round
ECHA/MSC-12/2010/005
For information & discussion

Update on the ongoing dossier evaluation work anplans for substance
evaluation

ECHA/MSC-12/2010/030
For information

Item 8 —Identification of SVHC

Reporting back on written procedure on identification of SVHC's in writ-
ten procedure

Room document on the outcome of the written promedu
For information

Seeking agreement on Annex XV proposals for identtation of SVHC

Discussion and seeking agreement on the identticaf SVHCs based on the
proposals and the comments received

» Boric acid

ECHA/MSC-12/2010/008-010
» Disodium tetraborate anhydrous

ECHA/MSC-12/2010/011-013
» Tetraboron disodium heptaoxide hydrate

ECHA/MSC-12/2010/014-016

For discussion & agreement

ltem 9 — Discussion on ECHA’s % draft recommendation for inclusion of prior-

ity substances in Annex XIV
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a. Results of the application of the priority settapproach for inclusion of sub-
stances for Annex XIV*

ECHA/MSC-12/2010/026

b. Draft Annex XIV entries and their justificati®fior prioritised substances*
ECHA/MSC-12/2010/027-029
C. Next steps of the work for th&*2iraft recommendation for Annex XIV

For discussion

*Please note that background documents for substances relevant for AP-08 a& b
are available on Circa in folders for Recommendation process/2010.

Item 10 — Opinion on the draft recommendation of piority substances to be in-
cluded in Annex XIV: Tasks and appointment of Rappeoteur and pos-
sible working group

c) Tasks of the Rapporteur in drafting the opiniotMSC
ECHA/MSC-12/2010/006

d) Appointment of Rapporteur
e) Establishment of a working group to support the jRetzur

ECHA/MSC-12/2010/007
For discussion & decision

Item 11 — Update on provisional work plan for MSC

» Provisional meeting dates of MSC for 2011

ECHA/MSC-12/2010/003
For information

Item 12 — Any other business

e Suggestions from members
» Possible updates to MoD

» Update to MSC on its potential task on identifioatof biocidal active sub-
stances with PBT, vPvB and POP properties

For information

Item 13 — Adoption of conclusions and action points

» Table with action points and decisions from MSC-12
For adoption
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IV Main conclusions and action points

MAIN CONCLUS

IONS & ACTION POINTS

MSC-12, 9-10 June 2010
(Adopted at the MSC-12 meeting)

CONCLUSIONS / DECISIONS / MINOR-
ITY OPINIONS

ACTIONS REQUESTED

4. Adoption of the minutes

Both confidential and non-confidential mi
utes were adopted without further chan

NMSC-S to upload adopted versions on CIR
pasd to publish the non-confidential version

during the meeting.

the minutes on the ECHA website.

CA
of

7. Evaluation tasks

7a) seeking agreement on draft decisions on a tasii proposal and two compliance checks
when amendments were proposed by MSi&losed session)

TPE 001/2010 -
MSC agreed with the draft decision.
MSC agreed with the draft agreement.

CCH 001/2010 -
MSC agreed with the amended draft decisig
MSC agreed with the draft agreement.

CCH 003/2010 -

MSC agreed with the amended draft decis
after changing the deadline for the registran
reply to ECHA to 6 months instead of
months.

MSC agreed with the draft agreement.

TPE 001/2010 —

MSC-S will perform the final editing of th
draft decision and agreement and will chg
the description of the process details of
agreement with the legal unit.

CCH 001/2010 -

MSC-S will perform the final editing of th
draft decision and agreement and will ch
the description of the process details of
agreement with the legal unit.

CCH 003/2010 -

IRASC-S will perform the final editing of th
tdfaft decision and agreement and will ch
Lthe process details of the agreement with
legal unit.

bck
the

bck
the

bck
the

7b) Organisation of evaluation work

A CIRCA newsgroup to discuss the evaluat
cases will be established.

ECHA will inform the MSC in the MSC-1
meeting in more concrete terms on how EC
Secretariat will try to improve the communig
tion between ECHA Secretariat and
MSCAs when addressing the draft decisi
for proposal for amendments of the MSC
This is currently work in progress.

cuss evaluation cases.

B
HA
a_
he
DNS
A\S.

MSC-S to provide a CIRCA newsgroup to dis-
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CONCLUSIONS / DECISIONS / MINOR-
ITY OPINIONS

ACTIONS REQUESTED

The MSC-S will streamline the agenda to p

vide sufficient time for discussions.

Discussion on dossier evaluation can be $plit
in two parts:

1. discussion of draft decision, proposed
amendments, registrants’ comments
and responses

2. agreement seeking

Discussion of the evaluation cases will take
place in the plenary meetings which may then

result in extension of the meeting.

7¢) Update on the ongoing dossier evaluation workna plans for substance evaluation

ECHA will organise a workshop on prioritis
tion criteria for substance evaluation on 18
October 2010 (back to back with MSC-14 [2
22 October 2010]).

H-
19
D -

8. ldentification of SVHCs

8a) Reporting back on written procedure on

identifcation of SVHC's

Trichloroethylene, sodium chromate, pot
sium chromate, ammonium dichromate 3
potassium dichromate were identified
SVHCs in written procedure.

It was agreed that the support document (

0S-
ind
as

5D)

for the five substances will be edited as fol-

lows:

1. the sentence expressing the dasion

will be revised as follows:

[substance name] is identified as a sub-

stance meeting the criteria of Article

57[a]/[b]/[c] of Regulation (EC)

1907/2006 (REACH) owing to its classifi-

cation as [carcinogen]/ [mutagen]/[toxic

for reproduction] category 2.

2. afootnote explaining that the catego
is based on the old classification, packag
and labelling of dangerous substances di
tive (67/548/EEC) will be added.

y
ing

rec-

MSC agreed to harmonise the sentence of {he

agreements on the identification of the sub-
stance with what was agreed for the SD (se

e

above).

15



CONCLUSIONS / DECISIONS / MINOR- ACTIONS REQUESTED
ITY OPINIONS

8b) Seeking agreement on Annex XV proposals for identiation of SVHC

Discussion and seeking agreement on the identifigah of SVHCs based on the proposals
and the comments received

Boric acid
Disodium tetraborate anhydrous MSC-S will finalise all the documents an(
Tetraboron disodium heptaoxide hydrate place them on ECHA website. Subse-

quently the candidate list will also be up-
MSC agreed on the text of the SD as presepted dated. This will all be done very soon.

in Doc 9, 12 and 15 respectively including as
well the same editorial change as for the SO
for those five substances agreed via written
procedure.

MSC agreed on the text of the draft agreemgent
as presented in Doc 8, 11 and 14 respectivegly

as amended in the meeting. The sentence of
the agreements on the identification of the

substance will be harmonised with what wa
agreed for the SD (see above).

U7

Disodium tetraborate anhydrous

D

On the text of the SD MSC agreed also to rg
vise the CAS numbers of the substances on the
cover page.

)

9. Discussion on ECHA’s ¥ draft recommendation for inclusion of priority substances in
Annex XIV

9a) Results of the application of the priority seihg approach for inclusion of substances
for Annex XIV

CTPHT, Anthracene and Anthracene oils

The MSC supports ECHA'’s proposal not to
prioritise CTPHT and Anthracene oils. Ther¢
are concerns on what should be done regargling
PAH emissions in general under other EU
regulatory approaches. These can be expregsed
in the Committee opinion. It was also agreed to
clarify the sentence referring to the movement
of PAHs from one part of the supply chain tq
another.

2,4-dinitrotoluene

The MSC supports ECHA'’s proposal to prio

tise the substance. There is a bit of unclarity

16



CONCLUSIONS / DECISIONS / MINOR-
ITY OPINIONS

ACTIONS REQUESTED

about the volumes and the scoring allocateq

it. This total could thus vary from 15 — 19. The

report that is awaited from the contractor
would clarify the volumes used in the EU.
However even with a score of 15 points it wx
agreed to be recommended just the same.

Diisobutyl phthalate

The MSC supports ECHA'’s proposal to prio
tise diisobutyl phthalate.

Lead sulfochromate yellow (C.I pigment
Yellow 34)
Lead chromate molybdate sulphate red

The MSC supports ECHA'’s proposal to prio
tise the two lead sulfochromates.

Lead chromate

The MSC supports ECHA'’s proposal to prio
tise lead chromate. The pending information
from the contractor is not expected to chang
such prioritisation.

Diarsenic trioxide
Diarsenic pentaoxide

The MSC suggested to place diarsenic triox
and diarsenic pentaoxide in the draft recom-
mendation for the public consultation in orde
to get more information on the use and expd

to

S

de

r

sure. It is only after the public consultation that

the ECHA Secretariat will decide whether to

prioritise the diarsenics or not in the draft re¢

ommendation.
Tris (2-chloroethyl) phosphate

The MSC supports ECHA'’s proposal to prio
tise tris (2-chloroethyl) phosphate.

Acrylamide

decide whether to propose the substance fo

The MSC agreed for the ECHA Secretariatt[v

public consultation after discussion of the re

17




CONCLUSIONS / DECISIONS / MINOR-
ITY OPINIONS

ACTIONS REQUESTED

striction proposal during the CARACAL meg
ing taking place on 15-17 June.

(Zirconia) Al-silicate refractory ceramic fi-
bres

The MSC supports ECHA'’s proposal not to
prioritise RCFs until inclusion in the candida
list of the rest of the man-made mineral fibrg
(Index number 650-017-00-8) classified as
carcinogenic in Annex VI of CLP Regulation
that currently fall outside the definition found
on the candidate list .

Sodium dichromate
Cobalt dichloride

Bis (tributyl tin) oxide
Triethyl arsenate

Lead hydrogen arsenate

The MSC agreed with ECHA'’s proposal not
prioritise these substances.

It was noted that the grouping approach is a
good way forward and it needs to be further
discussed with the MSCAs.

S

to

9b) Draft Annex XIV entries and their justific

ation s for prioritised substances

The MSC supports the application dates angl

sunset dates proposed by ECHA.

The MSC suggested not to include the exemp-

tion for the use of artist paints for lead sul-

fochromate yellow and lead chromate sulphgte

molybdate red in the public consultation.

The ECHA Secretariat will decide whether t
PPORD exemption for lead sulfochromate
low and lead chromate sulphate molybdate

ing the company concerned.

ne

el-

réelCHA will contact the company coarned t
is needed for public consultation, after contaatlarify the basis for the exemption they arg

guesting.

10. Opinion on the draft recommendation of

priority substances to be included in Annex

XIV: Tasks and appointment of Rapporteur and possille working group

10a) Tasks of the Rapporteur in drafting the

opinio of the MSC

The MSC agreed to the Terms of Reference
the Rapporteur as presented by MSC-S.

for

18
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CONCLUSIONS / DECISIONS / MINOR-
ITY OPINIONS

ACTIONS REQUESTED

10b) Appointment of Rapporteur

The MSC appointed one of its members as {

Rapporteur.

he

10c) Establishment of a working group to su

port tle Rapporteur

The MSC established the working group to
support the Rapporteur consisting of seven
its members.

The MSC agreed on the composition and m

date of the working group.

Of

ahe MSC-S will place on CIRCA the mandate

of the working group with its final composi-
tion.

12. Any other business

Possible updates to MoD:

MSC-S proposed to include the following up

dates to the MoD with regard to the dossier
evaluation process:

1. Explain the relationship between REACH

and the CLP Regulation

2. If information is available, study summari

have to be included in the dossier

€S

MSC-S to include these two proposals for n
meeting and the MSC members are welcom
to send their proposals as well to the MSC-

Xt
e

N

D.

Scientific Workshop on application of non-
test methods

MSC-S will send the information about this
workshop in writing to the MSC-members fo
the members to nominate QSAR experts fof
this workshop.

MSC-S will inform the stakeholder observer
if industry and NGOs are invited as well to t
workshop.

13. Adoption of conclusions and action points

The conclusions and action points w:
adopted.

e SC-S will upload the non-confidential ve

sion of the conclusions and action points

on

CIRCA together with the presentations deliv-

ered at the meeting, by 11 June 2010.
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