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I. Summary Record of the Proceeding

Item 1 — Welcome and Introduction

Mr Geert Dancet, the Executive Director (ED) of theropean Chemicals Agency
(ECHA) welcomed participants, gave an overviewhaf thanges in the membership
of the Forum and introduced advisers, invited etgpand the Norwegian observer
attending the meeting. One member was not ablé#dndy but no proxy was given for
the meeting.

The ED gave the floor to Ms Ulrike Kowalski (UK)hea provisional Chair of the

Forum, who also welcomed the participants and faarithat in her role as a
provisional Chair, elected temporarily at the fiFgtrum meeting in December 2007
she will chair the meeting until Agenda Item 3, whéhe Chair and Vice-Chairs will

be elected. UK then gave the floor to ED.

a) Address by the Executive Director of ECHA

The ED stressed the importance of enforcement Her success of REACH and
reaffirmed his interest in the proceedings of tloeuf. He congratulated the Forum
on the successful drafting of the Rules of ProcedROPSs), which have been adopted
by the Management Board (MB) on the 24 April, a$l we on the successful work of
the three working groups operating since Forum-lhelV addressing effective
operation of the Forum, he urged the members t #te Chair and Vice-Chairs and
agree on the working procedures prepared by thenfr@ecretariat. In addition, he
stressed that some funds for the activities offittbim are reserved in the budget of
ECHA. Activities of the Forum which might need fim@al support from ECHA —
such as information exchange systems or exchangesspectors - should be
identified as soon as possible, so that ECHA caslskss any such request. The ED
also stressed the ECHA policy of transparency agddithe members to agree on the
participation of stakeholder observers in the Fornaetings. He underlined the need
for quick development of harmonised enforcemerdtstyy and for focusing on the
most pressing issues such as enforcement of theldtay no market” provisions and
the control of the obligations related to the comiuation in the supply chain.

b) Quorum for the meeting
The quorum as required by Article 17(1) of the FoldOPs was achieved.
c) Practicalities — reimbursement rules

The Forum Secretariat informed the Forum that th& Mad updated the
reimbursement rules. In the future, it will be pbksin exceptional cases such as
prolongation of the meeting, to cover the suppleamaiefee for rebooking flights. In
addition, the hotel allowance was raised from 14060 euro which could apply
already for Forum-2, providing that after the c#tion of the actual amount to be
paid the budget for the meeting is not exceeded. mbmbers were asked to consult
the new document available on CIRCA and addresd-tlham Secretariat with any
specific questions.

d) Signing of declarations

The ECHA Secretariat briefly explained how the deafions of commitment,
confidentiality and interests annexed to the Fold@Ps should be filled in and
signed. While the Forum members must sign all tliedarations, advisers, invited



experts and observers of the Forum and its worknmyips are required to sign the
declaration of confidentiality under Article 10(dj the ROPs. The members were
advised to familiarise themselves with the guidaanethe conflicts of interest. All
parties concerned were encouraged to use coffeelumuth breaks to fulfil these
formalities.

e) Follow up on the ROPs

The Forum Secretariat reported on the Forum wriptercedure for the agreement of
the Forum on the draft ROPs which was run in Makphl 2008. The ECHA
Secretariat had sought to harmonise, as far ashimsthe ROPs of the different
Committees and the Forum. The members had unaniynaggeed to the draft
prepared by the ECHA Secretariat, with a numbereditorial comments to be
considered during the first revision of the ROPse Traft was sent to the MB which
adopted the ROPs with one change in Article 6(8)iahting the possibility that only
one member could request the exclusion of certdisewver from a meeting, but
introducing the explicit mention of holding clossdssions. The MB noted that once
the REACH Regulation enters into force in EEA-EF$tates (Iceland, Liechtenstein
and Norway), the ROPs of the Forum and ECHA Coneadttwill have to be revised.
The MB also emphasised that the harmonisation tWwROPs of the Committees
and the Forum could be increased and should beesslelt at the next revision. The
Chair encouraged the Forum to take note of thegdmand proceed with the official
ROPs from now on.

Iltem 2 — Adoption of the Agenda
a) Adoption of the agenda
The Chair proposed the following changes to thexdage

1. change the order of agenda item 8.5 (adoption e\lork Programme) and 9
(Working Procedures), to make use of the new wagrkprocedures during
formation of the working groups.

2. add item 5.b to the agenda concerning the stakeholaservers.

The Chair asked for any points to be dealt under A®©B, but there were no
proposals. There were no further changes and teadagwas adopted with the
changes indicated.

b) Declaration of interests with regard to Agentims
No member declared interest with regard to anyefagenda items.

Item 3 — Election of the Forum Chair and Vice-Chais

This agenda item was chaired by the ED. Prior éortteeting the Forum Secretariat
had received one proposal for the Chair (Ms Ulddevalski) and three for Vice-
Chairs (Mr Joop Blenkers, Mr Richard Bishop and G&rnot Wurm). The members
were asked for further proposals and Nikolay Sawas proposed as the fourth
candidate for Vice-Chair. All candidates accepteel mominations and gave a brief
statement of motivation for their candidature. Bhection was held by secret ballot
and two members volunteered as tellers for countirigs.



Ms Ulrike Kowalski was elected as the Chair of Bigum and Mr Joop Blenkers and
Mr Nikolay Savov were elected as Vice-Chairs.

Item 4 — Follow up from Forum-1 and report of the Forum Secretariat

a) Adoption of minutes from previous meeting

The minutes were adopted without further commenk® Forum Secretariat asked
the Forum if it could agree that in future the mesuof the plenary meetings would be
adopted in written procedure to save time durirgrtteeting. The Forum agreed.

b) Curriculum Vitae for web publication

At Forum-1, the members agreed to prepare brief @vddentifying gaps in the

expertise of the Forum with a view to co-opt additil members. The brief CVs will

be used as well for publication of members’ quedifions on the ECHA website in
order to fulfil the requirements of Article 88(1f the REACH Regulation. The

Forum Secretariat had not yet received submisdiams 3 members. The members
were reminded to send their CVs as soon as possible

c) Coding of documents

The Forum Secretariat described the system usdldeblyorum Secretariat for coding
Forum meeting documents which take the followingrmfo ECHA/meeting
number/year/annual incremental number (e.g. ECHAWRe2/2008/01). The Forum
Secretariat stressed that the system is subjexttidnge once the ECHA finalises its
system for document flow and management. A membggested that the file names
in CIRCA should be identical to the document nameth® cover page to facilitate
searching and retrieval.

d) Results of the written procedures between ForumelForum-2

« Recommendation on Minimum Criteria for Environmént@spections
(RMCEI)

Following the discussion in Forum-1 concerning tiagsion of the Recommendation
2001/331/EC providing for minimum criteria for ersmmental inspections in the
Member States (RMCEI), the Commission had sougéat dpinion of the Forum
members on whether the REACH Regulation shouldhbkided in the scope of the
RMCEI. The consultation was carried out as a wrifeocedure. A majority of the
members replied that REACH should not be includedeu RMCEI, one of the
reasons being that the scope of REACH inspectisnmadre extensive as they also
cover health and workplace issues. Some membegestagl that minimum criteria
for REACH should be developed by the Forum itsélie compiled results were
passed on to the Commission (COM).

COM took the floor to explain the further steps. @@resented the results of the
consultation to the MSCA, which agreed with the egah conclusion of the Forum
and several CA representatives supported the idaaRorum should develop the
criteria independently. COM will nevertheless iaié a public consultation on the
revision of RMCEI, including the extension of itsope, to seek the opinion of all the
stakeholders. Final decision of COM on the contérihe revision will be taken after
the public consultation.

The members inquired what exactly will be publishedthe public consultation,
considering that the Forum and MSCA have alreaggrgitheir opinion. COM will



propose to send the exact content of the publisdtetion and communicate it to the
Forum through its Secretariat. COM will also infotive Forum on the starting date of
the public consultation. COM asked the Forum totwath any further comments
until the outcome of the public consultation. lasvstressed that the Forum may
proceed independently on the development of theénmuim criteria for REACH, as
has already been indicated in the draft work pnogne.

» Participation of observers from EEA-EFTA countries

Prior to Forum-2, and in view of the forthcomingcamporation of the REACH
provisions into the EEA Agreement, the Forum Seei@ has initially invited
Norway, Iceland and Liechtenstein to participatésrwork and sought the agreement
of the Forum for the participation of observersnirthese countries to its meetings.
The Forum had unanimously agreed on the participatif observers from EEA-
EFTA states and the representatives of Norwayalzkelnd Liechtenstein had been
invited to Forum-2.

e) Report on relevant developments (EEA Agreement)

The ECHA Secretariat explained that the amendmertheé EEA Agreement will
enter into force most probably in summer 2008. @kt is not known yet, as the
ratification has to be completed by all EEA-EFTAates (Norway, Iceland and
Liechtenstein) and it depends on their Parliamedtxe the amendment is in force,
the three countries will be able to participatehia Management Board, the ECHA
Committees and the Forum as members, but withdinigaghts.

Post meeting notethe amendment of the EEA Agreement entered intoefan 5
June 2008.

Item 5 — Observers: other enforcement networks andtakeholders

a) Observers from other enforcement networks — rejpor the written
procedure and discussion

The Forum Secretariat reported on the resultseofititten procedure on the presence
of observers from CLEEN, IMPEL, SLIC-CHEMEX WG aRDHS network, which
was initiated by the Forum Secretariat upon reqogst Forum member. The Forum
did not reach consensus, as required by Articlg¢ 6{6he ROPs and observers from
the other networks were not invited. Members indidathe need for further
discussion.

The Chair opened the floor for discussion. The mensibgenerally, all agreed on the
need for cooperation, exchange of information ahdsing the experience of other
networks for the benefit of the Forum and vice serBlowever, there was no
agreement on whether the presence at Forum meedhgdservers from these
networks was the best solution to ensure such catipe. Some members saw no
added value of the presence of regular observatssaggested inviting them, like
experts, only when needed. This would ensure their texpertise is used when
necessary. Other members suggested that theirarepgalticipation to the Forum
meetings would make the cooperation easier anckrfastsuring that all Forum
members would be informed of the developmentsdtitan, the observers would be
able to indicate themselves where there are oweriapexperience. The members
favoured in particular cooperation with formallytasished networks, namely SLIC-
CHEMEX and IMPEL. The issue of co-option of membwees also raised, but it was



clarified that the co-option should happen on ss@eal basis for specific expertise
only.

In conclusion, it was agreed that cooperation With networks is very important, but
the way to arrange it will need to be further irtigested. To this end, representatives
from CLEEN, IMPEL, SLIC-CHEMEX and ROHS networks Iwbe invited to
Forum-3, where the Forum will be able to learn metbeut their expertise and assess
how to best organise the cooperation. The issukebsilthen discussed again. The
Chair and the Forum Secretariat will also inveségthe criteria for co-opting
members and the question of the necessary expevilsde revised at the next
meeting.

The Forum was also informed that the Forum Segatthad received a letter from
SLIC regarding the cooperation with the Forum. Tétéer and the arguments were
provided to the members. In addition, the ForumiCéirad Secretariat were invited to
and will participate in the®™CLEEN Conference which will take place 29-30 My,
Oslo, Norway.

b) Stakeholder observers .

The ECHA Secretariat reported on the stakeholddicyp@dopted by the MB in
February, which emphasises the need for transpgrefficiency and independence.
In March, the ECHA Secretariat had published afoalexpressions of interest for the
participation in the work of ECHA by stakeholdenganisations. The call remains
open, but at first the ECHA Secretariat conside@essions of interest received until
30 April. Until that date it has received around 6Qt of which 30 were regarded as
eligible according to predefined criteria publisledthe ECHA website and that will
be discussed by the MB. Out of the 30 eligible, tbBowing 8 organisations
explicitly expressed interest in the work of therltn: BusinessEurope, CEFIC,
Eurometaux, European Association of Chemical Distors, European Trade Union
Confederation, European Environmental Bureau, Heewf the Earth Europe,
European Coalition to End Animal Experiments.

In addition, the ECHA Secretariat stressed thaffitirrepresentation of stakeholder
interest for the sake of equal treatment, it waelkbmmend that the Forum considers
also a well known organisation representing SMEs the association of companies
dealing with waste management. The ECHA Secreteeimammends the Forum to
consider UEAPME, which is EU level association ®fiE3s, but has not expressed
their interest so far. For waste management setter=uropean Federation of Waste
Management, which has expressed interest but did taxmet the Forum, is
recommended. The ECHA Secretariat requested thenftw consider opening their
meetings, or at least parts of them, to stakehaltdeervers. Several options for this
opening were proposed, such as one day per meeting.

Members appreciated the need for openness angpa@mEy requested by the MB,
but expressed that the presence of stakeholdenabs in the Forum meetings is not
the only solution to achieve that. Other ways ofnbetransparent include the
publication of minutes and web-streaming of meetinghich may be possible in the
ECHA conference centre as of 2009. It was nevesisehrgued that physical presence
of observers may facilitate liaising with indusagd SMEs, as required under Article
77(4)(g) of the REACH Regulation. It was also adyukat the Forum will discuss
enforcement plans and penalty issues, where thelstider observers should not be
present, therefore their presence should alwaygidiged case by case. It was also
stressed that contacts with stakeholder organisatmould be undertaken in the



context of specific Forum activities, such as cawated projects covered under work
package B8 of the draft work programme.

In conclusion, to accommodate the need for tramesugrand openness with the need
to maintain confidentiality of enforcement issu® Forum agreed that organisations
that have expressed interest in the work of theufiomay be invited to an open

session of the Forum, which will be one day perrydde open session and the
organisations to be invited will be confirmed by tRorum in a written procedure

prior to the relevant meeting.

Item 6 — Status of preparations for REACH Enforcemat

a) Tour de table - status of preparations for enfonest and implementation of
provisions on penalties into national legislationMember States

The Forum Secretariat explained that prior to tleeting it had distributed a template
with several questions on the status of preparation enforcement, implementation
of the penalties legislation in accordance withiddet 126 of the REACH Regulation.

The members had been asked to prepare written ssimms$, which the Forum

Secretariat would compile and make available ftorimation to all other members.

The members and the observer from Norway presetiied state of play of
preparations in the respective country. Compilatrait be made available to the
members after the meeting.

The Chair concluded that a majority of Member $tateve designated their
competent authorities and are well on track witplementing the penalty legislation.
The Member States seem to apply a similar rangepenfalties — fines and

imprisonment. Nevertheless, there are differencdahbe level of penalties. The Chair
expressed her wish that in the future the Forum bessncould play a role in the
revision of penalties in order to harmonise themwds also remarked that the MSCA
meeting had raised the issue of companies givirigutiiul information about their

SME status. The MSCA have also been asked to bagénto account when planning
the penalties legislation. It was agreed that tleeu Secretariat will make an
analysis of the submissions from members and présemata in a comparative way.

Item 7 — Issues relevant for enforcement of REACH
a) Issues in enforcement of registration

The Forum Secretariat presented several issuethéoconsideration of the Forum
concerning the enforcement of “no data, no marketbvisions and possible

discussion in the Forum work programme. The Forwur&ariat proposed that a
distinction is made between 1) verification if ttedevant information was submitted
and 2) whether the information that was submitsedompliant with the requirements
of the REACH Regulation. The former task may ordydone by enforcers, while the
latter should be done by ECHA and MSCA, in accocganith the scope and purpose
of dossier evaluation and substance evaluatiorséere in REACH.

The first issue proposed concerned verificatioprefregistration and the possibilities
for enforcers to verify the phase-in status of lassance, as the verification of phase-
in status can not be carried out by ECHA. The iaifon of the phase-in status by
inspectors would be possible by checking if therpgistered substance is present in



EINECS or if there is appropriate documentationilatée for phase-in substances
without an EINECS number.

The second issue referred to the changed intetjmretan the aggregation of tonnage
by an only representative (OR). According to thev neterpretation, the OR has to
submit a separate registration or pre-registrapiothe given substance for each non-
Community manufacturer they represent. The OR wabakk to submit registrations
using slightly altered name. Consequently, the engps would need to ask for the
names used in submission to verify if the OR haspled with the registration
obligations.

The third issue referred to the enforceability lné t'ho data, no market” provision
with respect to downstream users (DU), who pladsstsunces on the market. It was
proposed that the enforcers may ask the DU forptigeregistration or registration
number of their suppliers as a proof that the sutzsts the DU is placing on the
market have been registered or pre-registered.

Lastly, the Forum Secretariat stressed that nogifedf substances under Directive
67/548/EEC will receive registration numbers by dcBmber 2008. Therefore, in the
meantime the inspectors may ask the noatifiers lier riotification number received
under Directive 67/548/EEC.

The members indicated a need for further examinatiothe issues presented and it
was concluded that proposals for solutions in tresgntation will be checked with

national approaches and communicated to the Foreeretariat by 6 June 2008. In

addition, the Forum agreed that the issues conugthe enforcement of the “no data,
no market provisions should be addressed in thekWRsnogramme under work

package B.8.

b) Pre-registration awareness campaign and proposairfeolvement of
enforcement authorities

The Chair gave the floor to the ECHA Secretariait thresented a pre-registration
awareness campaign currently implemented by the GOMECHA. The campaign
was initiated because the level of REACH awarergessll rather low. The campaign
communicates the crucial importance of pre-redisinafor staying in business via
different channels — through a special websitatable publications, IT manuals and
guidance as well as events, trainings and medixitees. The Forum Secretariat
stressed that inspectors could also play a veryitapt role in the dissemination of
the information during visits to companies. The Ufor Secretariat urged on the
members to communicate to local inspectors thatinétion material is availlable on
the ECHA website (especially the three pre-redistnabrochures) and could be
easily distributed by the inspectors.

One of the members asked about the pre-registratformation material, where the
last date of pre-registration is given as 1 Decerab88, when the memo of the COM
excludes 1 December from the pre-registration winddG ENTR clarified that the

pre-registrations on 1 December are still possible.

Item 8 — Introduction to Forum Work Programme (WP)

a) Brief report from the WG on Work Programme in prggi@n of the next
agenda points



The Chair gave the floor to Karin Thoran, the Chafithe Working Group (WG)
preparing the draft work programme. The WG Chairegan overview of the draft
report prepared by the WG. The draft programmeoisposed of 16 work packages,
each describing a general area of interest forreafs. The Forum may decide to
initiate one or more activities under each workkaae as appropriate. The work
packages are divided in two groups — (A) Forum tesiens, dealing with procedural
or operational matters for the Forum and MSs andEBforcement issues dealing
with areas of practical relevance to inspectoree WG Chair presented all work
packages and recommendations for each one of tlegarding the priority and
possible formation of the WGs. She also stressatishime of the issues included in
the programme were already covered by the agenBaram-2.

After the presentation, the COM suggested to ireladvork package dealing with the
enforcement of existing restrictions in the workognamme. COM (DG ENV)
informed the Forum that it will launch a call famiders related to the provisions on
penalties in the second half of the year and pregds assist the Forum in its work
concerning the work package on "MS provision onatiggs" by sharing the outcome
of the project with it. COM added that the inputtké Forum to the technical annex
of the tender is welcome.

Item 8.1 — WP package B7 — Cooperation with customs
a) Presentation by DG TAXUD

The Chair gave the floor to a DG TAXUD (Directora@eneral Taxation and
Customs Union) representative who gave an overakuwifficulties in the customs
control of chemicals. Although the customs conivoluld be an ideal place to control
chemicals being imported into the EU, the main [@obis the tracing of specific
chemicals DG TAXUD representative indicated eiglajon difficulties in the control
of import of chemicals, one of the most significarlating to the customs
classification of chemicals. The classification teys is based on the WCO's
Harmonised Commodity Description and Coding syst@i#8) and is further
developed in the EU’s Combined Nomenclature (CNY)l dhe integrated tariff
(TARIC) which goes up to 10 digits allowing thefdifentiation of the most important
chemicals. Despite some 2000 TARIC subheadingsHemicals, a vast majority of
chemicals would be classified in the subheadingiseid. This means that an effective
traceability of chemicals is almost impossible. dAgesult, customs authorities could
face difficulties in the enforcement of REACH witbgard to imports of the 30,000
substances concerned. One possibility of improveémwenld be the combined use of
substance identifiers used in chemicals legislatismch as CAS RN, reference
number) and TARIC codes in the customs declarafidre current update of the
ECICS (European Customs Inventory of Chemical Sulrsts) database aims at
solving a first step by gathering the informaticed by the various stakeholders.

The first part of the discussion focused on théd#ntiation between the obligations
of (and definition of) importer in the REACH Regtitamn and the Community
Customs Code. Members stressed that in many daseasot clear who is responsible
for fulfilling obligations for importer under REACHand who should fulfil the
obligations of an importer under the Customs Cobeere is a definition of an
importer in REACH, but not in the Customs Code. BATR, DG ENV and DG
TAXUD representatives clarified that the obligagaof the two legislations should be
regarded separately and DG ENTR added that itnaysd a case-by-case decision on



who is responsible to fulfil the obligations und®EACH and the Customs Code. It
was also stressed that due to the need of casadeydecisions it is not possible to
have a definitive answer at the general level,dnly some specific examples could
be given in the guidance documents.

Several members stressed the difficulties they hen@untered in the past during
cooperation with the customs authorities at theionat level. Some members
suggested creating a working group to develop waysooperation between the
customs inspectors and the chemical inspectovgadtalso suggested to approach the
issue of cooperation at the Community level by iwgita letter to DG TAXUD with a
proposal to signal to national customs authoritieg cooperation with the REACH
enforcers is needed. A DG ENTR representativefeddrthat Member States are free
to set up their own priorities and COM has no mémda change them. The DG
ENTR representative further explained that the cetenpce of the COM and MS are
clear. COM emphasized that it is up to the MS tonage relations between the
authorities at national level. The COM cannot imégre in that respect. The Chair
suggested that members to look for the report efgioject undertaken in the 90s
concerning the cooperation between the customstlamdenforcement authorities,
which was launched at after the publication of #& amendment of Directive
67/548/EEC. DG ENTR suggested that the proposal fRegulation of the European
Parliament and of the Council setting out the resmuents for accreditation and
market surveillance relating to the marketing afdarcts may be helpful in facilitating
interaction, but its provisions and usefulnessliiat purpose will have to be evaluated
further under Forum activities under work packa@eoB cooperation with customs.

Several members expressed the view that there sgoag need for the customs
authorities and REACH enforcers to co-operate.as wecided that a first step will be
to send a formal letter to DG TAXUD asking themstgnal to the national customs
authorities the importance and need for cooperatitim chemical inspectors. Formal
letters will also be sent to DG ENTR and DG ENViagko assist the Forum on this
issue by contacting DG TAXUD and stress the impugaof cooperation of customs
with other REACH enforcement authorities. In aduiti the members were
encouraged to seek possibilities for cooperationagional level. A working group
investigating practical possibilities for coopeoatiwill be considered later.

b) Presentation by the Finnish Customs Laboratory

The Chair gave the floor to a representative of Rlmnish Customs laboratory who
gave an overview of the provisions regulating thstems control on the border. The
Forum was informed about the state of play on tleparation of the Modernised
Community Customs Code (MCCC), which will providgtions for electronic
exchange of information before the goods are shkippe arrived. This will be
functional in all the 27 MS by 1 July 2009. Théderof the customs laboratories as
providers of scientific expertise to the customthatrities was also explained on the
specific example of the Finnish Customs Laboratdealing not only with the
standard tasks related to protection of customsmass and control of illicit import,
but also controlling the safety of consumer goauts$ f@od. Some examples of control
technologies used during the border controls wds® @resented. It was also
suggested that the cooperation between the custwtisrities and the REACH
enforcement should focus on risk management, atigwie customs to target their
controls more effectively.
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In discussion the members asked the representativéhe Finnish Customs
Laboratory about the experience of cooperation eetwthe customs and other
authorities in Finland. So far there were only #iecases where the customs
authorities contacted the environmental inspectitinsas explained that for the flow
of information between the customs and other aiitesy the customs must always
have a legal base for requesting specific inforomatnd transmitting it to other
authorities.

Iltem 8.2 - WP package B4 — Information exchange/stem for enforcement
a) Introduction

The ECHA Secretariat stressed that according taclart77(4)(f) of the REACH
Regulation one of the Forum tasks is to develoglantronic information exchange
procedure. In order to fulfil this task, the Forwil have to consider several aspects:
the partners involved in the information exchangey.(Forum members, REACH
inspectors within EU), the information to be excfpath, the format for collecting the
information and the IT platform to be used.

b) Relevant existing systems (EUVICHEM, ICSMS, RAPEX)

In order to support the Forum members, severaleptasons regarding existing
electronic information exchange systems for enferagere given by ECHA, one
Forum member and one invited expert, as examples:

- EUVICHEM(EUropeanVoluntaryl nformation Exchange System GHEM icals)
EUVICHEM is a form developed through a CLEEN praojétat can voluntarily be
used by enforcers of chemicals legislation withitEEN to exchange information on
non-compliance cases.

- ICSMS(The internet-supported information and commundicatystem for the pan-
European market surveillance of technical prodisgs, www.icsms.org). The system
can be used for chemicals legislation as it isaglyedone in Germany. It is used by
both consumers and authorities (public and resttichreas). Information - also
information not for publication like investigatioeports - can be exchanged directly
between all authorities using ICSMS. Following esaare currently using it: Austria,
Belgium, Estonia, Germany, Luxemburg, Malta, Sloae®weden, Switzerland, The
Netherlands and United Kingdom. The expert repitasgiCSMS also offered the
Forum members a free trial access to ICSMS un&#l é&md of the year. The
practicalities concerning the trial access willibreestigated by the Forum Secretariat
and communicated to the Forum members.

- RAPEX Rapid Alert System for Non-Food Products)

RAPEX is the EU rapid alert system for all dangsreonsumer products, with the
exception of food, pharmaceutical and medical desvidt allows the rapid exchange
of information between Member States and the Comionisof measures taken to
prevent or restrict the marketing or use of proslymising a serious risk to the health
and safety of consumers. It is not used for chelsidangerous to the environment.

- RASFHRapidAlert System forFood andreed)
- RAS(RapidAlert System) andNUIS (Non Urgentl nformationSystem)
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- 'RAS(Rapid Alert System)

The need for an information exchange system betweérrcers was recognised and
the establishment of a WG was proposed. The decaiathe establishment of a WG
was postponed for agenda item 8.5.

Item 8.3 - WP package B3 — REACH-IT & enforcement

a) Report from the Forum WG on REACH-IT and presemtiatif the document
on the enforcement needs from REACH-IT (WG Chair)

The Chair gave the floor to Stéphanie Vigehe Chair of the WG, who first explained
the background of the WG which was set up to idieritie needs of enforcement
authorities from REACH-IT. Such document would allthe ECHA to analyse the
possibilities for a technical solution, which woutive the inspectors access to
specific data from REACH-IT. The WG Chair gave avemwiew of the report
prepared by the WG. The report is composed of @mgéipresentation of the subject
(background, context and expectations) and anneXas. output of the WG consists
of the data requirements inventory specifying thiormation needed per REACH
provisions (Annex | to WG report). The inventongicates that much data is indeed
needed by enforcers to control REACH regulatiorsiv@- These data are both non-
confidential and confidential (according to artitE9 of REACH).

In addition to the analysis of the data needs, W& had also prepared two
recommendations regarding the implementation of sbkution for enforcement
authorities. They were presented by a WG membesepteat the meeting as an
invited expert. The first recommendation (AnnextdIWG report) refers to standard
gueries, which describe how the information cowdddtrieved from REACH-IT. The
idea is that there are standard questions thataar®ask. All inspectors will have to
enforce one set of obligations specified in REACHrethough there are different
organisations and divisions of responsibilitieshie MS. The standard queries sort the
information on the basis of subject areas, for gantompany identification or
information from the Chemical Safety Report. Wikie tuse of different query types
the inspector should be able to answer around 80t guestions needed.

The second recommendation (Annex Il to WG repodens to the specific
architecture of the technical solution for enfoscefhe WG has developed a
recommendation for “RIPE” (REACH Information Porfal Enforcement). RIPE is a
proposal on how the access for enforcers shoularfzaged. The WG foresees that
in 80% of cases all the information is retrievedtbg inspectors directly, while the
remaining 20% would be handled by the MSCA.

The WG also plans to deliver to Forum and ECHA iinfation about enforcement
access needs — both with respect to physical wta&nd estimated number of users.
A request for this information will be sent to tRerum after the meeting with the
deadline of 1 July.

To conclude the presentation, the chair indicatesl gerspectives for next steps of
work of the WG. The WG report, when adopted by BHeeum members, will be
submitted to ECHA for analysis and elaboration lo¢ tproposal for a technical

! There are two systems with the same name: RASipsahd maintained by different organisations amdififerent purposes.
The first is used in the European Union and EFT# 3t and the second in the Western Pacific Region.
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solution for the access by enforcers. The WG wmddd the prolongation of its
mandate to assist ECHA in analysis of the repdré WG Chair proposed that ECHA
starts its work over the summer so that the passibthnical solution could be
presented, for consultation, to the Security OfScBletwork during its meeting in
autumn. It was proposed that ECHA should presenptbgress of its work at Forum-
3.

The ECHA Secretariat clarified that it will takeetmecommendations into account,
but the final proposal for the technical solutioill Wepend on the analysis of data
needed, access needs and the resources availaBl€HA. Therefore the ECHA
Secretariat stressed that at this stage it cana&emommitments as to what extent
the recommendations will be incorporated in ECH@rsposal for technical solution
for enforcement. The WG has clarified that the ide&ind RIPE is that in principle
all inspectors (regional, local and from differemtforcement authorities etc.) could
access the system and it is up to each MS to siflecdtaff it wants to have access.
The members also commented on the size and coryplekithe report and its
annexes and raised questions about the implemamtatithe proposal in practice. It
was clarified that the proposal is a concept — tprakcsolutions are in the hands of
ECHA.

After the discussion the report was adopted ieutsent form and it was agreed to be
sent to ECHA. However, it was agreed that the membeéll still have time to
examine the annexes in detail and suggest furthedard queries or comments. The
estimation of access needs will have to be subdnibg 1 July, therefore any
comments to the annexes could be submitted in #g@ntime. It was also agreed to
prolong the mandate of the WG until Forum-3 in orkecooperate with ECHA and
answer any further questions arising during thdyaisa

b) Brief update from the ECHA on the state of impldatéon of REACH-IT

The Chair gave the floor to the member of the Anten the ECHA Secretariat who
informed the Forum that the final release of REAOHw~as unveiled on 13 May. It
has reduced functionality, containing the compamgaton and sign-up and pre-
registration. The Forum was also informed thatdtatus of connection of the MS is
in relatively early stages with only five MSCA cauted. Many MSCA have not yet
sent even the preliminary configuration informati@onsidering the experience in
time needed to finalise connection, it was foresthe many MSCA would not be
connected on 1 June.

8.4 - WP package B10 — Enforceability of Annex XVI

a) Report from the Forum W@&nnex XVII of REACH Regulation — Advice on
enforceability

The Chair gave the floor to Joop Blenkers, the WH@&I€ According to Article 77 (4)

(h), the Forum shall examine proposals for restms with a view to a advise on
enforceability. COM is currently working on the rgwen of the restrictions under
Directive 76/769/EEC, incorporated into Annex X\di REACH, which will be in

force as of 1 June 2009. The Forum decided to ksttad WG to provide advice on
the enforceability of that first draft revision. \&fh COM provided the draft revision
of Annex XVII, it specified that the scope of réstions should be fully preserved and
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should not lead to any substantial amendmentsstficgons, unless the amendments
are thoroughly prepared. The WG output were gemegadtions about enforceability
and specific comments to particular entries draftetrack changes directly on the
draft revision of Annex XVII. One of the generalnotusions of the WG was that
there is a contradiction between the requiremefultp preserve the original scope of
restrictions and provide the advice on enforceigbilihe WG also recommended that
all valid test methods should be added to the eevSnnex XVII. In addition, a large
number of exceptions from restrictions reduce tezall enforceability. The WG also
noted that it is difficult to enforce the provis®of restrictions related to “intended
use”, because it is impossible to always deterrttieedestination of substances. The
WG Chair also gave an overview of the commentsigeal/for specific entries in the
annex.

In discussion one member remarked on the use aofivtind “object” in Annex XVII,
which is not defined in REACH and it is not cleahether the word “article” is
always a suitable substitute for the word “objetti’.some cases the word “object”
was replaced by the word “article” and in some sase another wording. The WG
clarified that it has not introduced these changesthe wording is most appropriate
for the consistency between the REACH Regulatioo itg1 Annexes. The WG was
then invited to take the comments into accountrépgring the Forum general advice
for the COM.

Some members asked why the WG has removed theadenogn the use of lead in
paints. The WG explained the reason was to harracdihis implementation of the
restriction throughout the EU. However, it was peth out that this derogation is
going to be used by some MS (for example in paistsd for renovation of historic
artefacts). Such change is not a question of ee#nility but of scope of the
restriction. It was also pointed out that some otferogations in other restrictions
were left in and in some cases new exceptions imeeduced by the WG.

The COM also commented that the aim of the workhenrevision of Annex XVII is
not changing the scope of the restrictions, buy ondke some adaptations to make
sure that the restrictions can be applied takibg account the change of terminology
inherent in REACH. Changes in scope of restrictiares possible only according to
legal procedures foreseen in the REACH Regulatidntioqle 68). Removing
exceptions always implies a change in scope, septxns cannot be removed under
the current revision. As regards the use of thedwdintended”, it is standard to
ensure legal certainty of manufacturers that Ipgavisions (in this case restrictions)
apply to uses that particular products were marnufad for. Otherwise the suppliers
would be held accountable also for uses of thedpcts, which were not foreseen or
intended. COM also remarked that under REACH thégation to register is
triggered by any manufacture or import, not by tfidacing on the market as
notifications under Directive 67/548/EEC. Therefaifethe restriction was to apply
only to first placing on the market, it should Haridied. The WG explained that it
was clear that as a result of some proposed fotrook the implementation and
enforceability are very complex and sometimes eéwgossible. This was appreciated
by the COM, but it was clarified that the scopeth legislation was agreed by the
MS and could not be amended to make them eas@nftoce.

The Chair suggested that the WG should not proposehange the scope of the
restrictions in Annex XVII, but the conclusions abothe problems with
enforceability of certain provisions could be forded to the COM as a list of general
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conclusions. It was concluded that the draft repaided some concerns; therefore
WG should investigate these comments. The Forum beesmwere invited to send
their comments by 16 June 2008. The WG will revise report, which will be sent
for agreement by the Forum in written procedurbeaadopted and send to the COM
before 15 September 2008.

b) Further steps before adoption of Annex XVII (DG BNT
This item was not discussed during the meetingtdugck of time.

Item 8.5 - WP package Al - Forum Work Programme

a) Discussion of the draft programme

Following the presentations under agenda item &,Qhair had gone through the
document to collect comments and prepare for adoptit was agreed that the
revision of the work programme (WP) will be carriedt at least once a year at the
plenary meeting. It may be carried out more oftenecessary. Also, at each plenary
brief progress checks could be done for the workkages, which are currently in
progress. The Forum Secretariat will prepare thésiens of the WP following the
decisions in the plenary.

The majority of the work packages (A2, A3, B1, B2, B6, B9, B11 and B13) were
agreed as recommended by the WG developing the Wosgramme, with only
editorial changes to reflect the current statuagesed at Forum-2.

Three work packages (Al, B3 and B10) refer to &@winitiated by WGs at Forum-
1. As regards Work Package Al on developing thaifRowork Programme it was
understood that the WG preparing the first draft W&8 now completed its task and
may dissolve once the programme is adopted. Comsdélguthe Forum Secretariat
will update the work package Al from the work pmmgme indicating that the
activity was completed. As discussed under agetedasi 8.3 and 8.4 the working
groups established under Work Package B3 on (atgesformation from REACH-
IT) and B10 on (advise on enforceability of regtans) will have their mandates
prolonged until Forum-3. The Forum Secretariat witroduce editorial changes to
reflect the current status agreed Forum-2.

Specific conclusions were taken with regard toftlewing work packages:

B5 - guidance for enforcement: It was agreed thi@dance is needed urgently, but in
order to ensure the availability of the Forum reses it was agreed that preparation
of the enforcement guidance will be coupled with neparation of a specific Forum
harmonised project under item B8, where the progegterience could be used as
direct input to the guidance. Work package B5, Wwdl left as a separate package in
the WP in order to cover these guidance documesiich may not be directly related
to specific projects.

B7 - cooperation with the customs: Following thexdasions reached under agenda
item 8.1 concerning the preparation of a lettemfriborum to DG TAXUD, it was
agreed to revise the work programme accordinglycatthg that further action is
needed.

B8 - coordinated enforcement projects: The desonpof the activity lists a number
of projects without a clear prioritisation. It wdscided to establish a WG that would
proceed as suggested in Annex B8 of the WG repodetvelop a list of possible
projects for the period of 2008-2010 and develogiterl proposal first pilot project
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or projects for 2009. In addition, the work packagk cover preparation of guidance
documents. The description of the work packagelvdlamended as appropriate.

B12 - cooperation with other enforcement netwoflkke recommendation in the work

programme will de revised according to the condusireached under agenda item
5a. The activity will be kept in the WP until finebnclusions are taken by the Forum
regarding cooperation with other enforcement netwior

The Forum had also intended to establish a WG fakwpackage B4 on developing

an electronic system for information exchange,dud to lack of resources, the fourth
WG was not established. The Forum agreed uponebessity to establish a WG to

further analyse the information needs and possiblations, considering experiences
from other alert and information systems alreadglate and to prepare proposals for
information system for REACH enforcers. An activigader could not be found at

this time. The WG shall now be established at FoBum

In addition, during the discussions members alsa@eeb a number of general

comments. To ensure most efficient use of expéngs suggested to conduct the
work via tele- and videoconferences. It was cladfithat meetings are not always
necessary and the WG always decides on the modeo¥, depending on the

availability and facilities available to the mem&efn addition, all members will

always be able to comment on the work of the WGQnduthe discussion of the WG

output during the plenary.

It was also commented that too many work packages & “very high” priority
meaning that effectively they were not prioritisdthe WG Chair has explained that
the work programme was designed as multi-annud@82010) with the activities to
be executed over the covered time period. In amditit was suggested to bundle
activities of several work packages together, sashB5 (guidance), B6 (training
materials) could be done together with a speciifoeement project (B8). It was also
stressed that not all “high priority” packages rest@te the formation of the WG.

b) Adoption of the Work Programme
The work programme was adopted with the amendnieditsated above.
c) Division of tasks

The Forum agreed farolong the mandate of the WGsestablished under work
packages:

1. B3 - “Information needed by enforcers from REACH |

2. B10 -“Annex XVII of REACH Regulation — Advice on

enforceability”

The Forumestablished three new WGslealing with work packages:

3. A2 - “Member States report to the Commission”

4. B1 - “Strategies for REACH enforcement”

5. B8 - “Coordinated Forum Projects”

Decisions establishing the mandate and compositibrihe working groups are
annexed to the minutes (Annex Il a)-e)).

In addition, theForum Secretariat and the Chair have undertaken tasks under
activities
* A3 - Criteria for co-opted members (the Chair amel $ecretariat)
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* B2 - Clarification of borderlines between ECHA, Cand MS
enforcing authorities (the Forum Secretariat)

 B7 - preparation of the letter to DG TAXUD (the @hand the
Secretariat, written procedure adoption by the Fgru

Iltem 9 — Working Procedures

a) Working Procedure mapping for the Forum and ECH@Apmsals for Working
Procedures (ECHA)

This item was postponed to Forum-3.

Item 10— Organisation of enforcement in Member Stas

a) Organisation of enforcement in Germany
This item was postponed to Forum-3.

b) Organisation of enforcement in Poland
This item was postponed to Forum-3.

Item 11- AOB
a) Tentative meeting dates for 2008 & 2009

The next Forum meeting is scheduled to take plag¢é2cember 2008. The tentative
meeting dates for 2009 will be announced at Foruas-8he number of the meetings
foreseen for 2009 might increase from 2 to 3.

Item 12 — Closing of the meeting

Conclusions of the meeting and list of action m{ECHA / Chair)

The conclusions and action points from the meetiage adopted as included under
the table in section Il. Editorial changes were enaffer the meeting and the table
was agreed to be disseminated to the Forum via BlI&Csoon as possible.
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II. Conclusions and action points

Forum-2 ACTION POINTS & MAIN CONCLUSIONS - 14-15 May 2008
(adopted at the Forum-2 meeting)

Agenda point

Conclusions / decisions / minority
opinions

Action requested after
the meeting (by
whom/by when)

1. Welcome and
introduction

2 d) Declarations

All declarations completed and
collected, expect for the member that
was absent.

The member that was
absent will be requeste
to fill in and sign the 3
declarations in Forum-J
at the latest.

3 — Election of
Chair and Vice-
Chairs

Chair: Ulrike Kowalski
Vice — Chairs: Joop Blenkers and
Nikolay Savov

4 — Follow up from
F1 and report from

- Minutes of the Forum-1 adopted
- In future the minutes of the Forum

Minutes to be publishec
on ECHA website

]

the Forum meetings can be adopted in written | (SECR/ASAP)
Secretariat procedure
a) Adoption of F1
minutes
b) CV for web e Submission of the
publication missing CVs
(members / 22
May)
* Publication of the
CVs on ECHA
website, after
receiving all CVs
(SECR/ASAP)
¢) Coding of
documents
d) Results of written| Forum to decide whether minimum |« RMCEI — announce

procedures criteria for REACH enforcement should  the Forum
be developed (within the Forum Work Secretariat when th
Programme — decide to include it under  public consultation
Work Package B1). is launched
(Commission / -)
Reaction on internet consultation will | «  Chair will sent out d
be necessary by Forum. reminder in due
time.
e) Reporton .
relevant
developments
5. Other - Cooperation between the Forum and
enforcement other enforcement networks is
networks important
a) Observers from | - Representatives of the CLEEN, SLIC
enforcement - CHEMEX, IMPEL, ROHS are invited
networks as observers to a session of Forum-3|to

learn more about their experience ang
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Agenda point

Conclusions / decisions / minority
opinions

Action requested after
the meeting (by
whom/by when)

expertise and to assess how to best
organise cooperation

- The issue of inviting permanent
observers or co-opting members from
the enforcement networks will be
discussed at a future meeting

b) Stakeholder
organisation
observers

- The participation of the eight
stakeholder organisations that have
registered and expressed their interes
the Forum work may be invited as
observers to open sessions (one day
year) of the Forum.

tin

per

A written procedure|
launched
(SECR/ASAP)

6 — Tour de table

There are differences in the state of
preparation of the Member States as
well as regarding the structure of
enforcement authorities. The
differences in the level of penalties
planned or implemented are of conce
in view of the level playing field on the
internal market.

Forum should identify most urgent
fields for harmonization at its next
meeting.

Forum stressed the importance of pre
registration to manufacturers and
importers.

identify most urgent
fields for harmonization
(Forum — Forum-3)

Submission of the
written reports (if
not sent already) to
the Forum
Secretariat ( Forum
members / 22 May)
Analysis of the
information
received
(SECR/end of July)

7. Issues relevant for|
enforcement of
REACH

a) Issues for
enforcement

Issues concerning the enforcement of
the “no data, no market” provisions
should be addressed in the Work
Programme (activity B.8)

Check if the
proposals for
solutions made in
the presentation are
in accordance with
national approach
(Forum members /
reactions / 6 June)

c) Pre-registration
awareness campaigr

* Forum members should facilitate
spreading and utilising the availab
campaign material in their MSs if
they haven’t done this already to
the possible extent in order to rais
awareness of the need to pre-
register in the coming 6 months.

le

Contact the Forum
Secretariat to
receive information
materials and
website banner on
pre-registration.
(Forum members /
when needed)

8- Introduction to
Forum Work
Programme (WP)

8.1 — WP package

* The Forum recognizes that the

A letter from the
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Agenda point

Conclusions / decisions / minority
opinions

Action requested after
the meeting (by
whom/by when)

B7 — Cooperation

with customs

a) Presentation by
DG Taxud

current level of cooperation with
the Customs Authorities does not
facilitate effective and adequate
enforcement of the requirements ¢
the REACH Regulation towards th
import of substances.

In order to improve the cooperatio
and the involvement of the Custorn
authorities clear signals from
COM/DG TAXUD are needed. Th
message could indicate that there
a need for better cooperation and
identification and implementation
of other appropriate measures sug
as best practices.

Members should seek ways to
improve the cooperation at the
national level between REACH
enforcers and the customs
authorities

WG will be established later on to
develop areas for practical
cooperation

-+

Forum to the
Commission
(TAXUD, ENTR
and ENV) to be
drafted (Chair,
SECR) and sent for
approval to the
members in a
written procedure

b) Presentation by
Finnish customs
laboratory

Verify if report of
the “CAs project on
the cooperation
with customs
services” is
available and
submit to SECR
(participants to the
meeting / 6 June)

c) discussion

see conclusions of 8.1.a

8. 2 - WP package
B4 — Information
exchange procedure
for enforcement

It is necessary to establish WG to
further analyse the information
needs and possible solutions,
considering experiences from othg
alert and information systems
already in place and to prepare
proposals for information system
for REACH enforcers.

8.3 - WP package
B3 - REACH-IT &
enforcement

a) Report from WG

The WG report was adopted; the

information needs and proposals for

queries can still be further
elaborated.

The mandate of the WG extended
until Forum-3

Submit the report tg
ECHA REACH IT
team as Forum
proposal (Forum
Secretariat / 20
May)

Proposals for
additional standard
gueries to be
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Agenda point

Conclusions / decisions / minority
opinions

Action requested after
the meeting (by
whom/by when)

submitted to WG
Chair (Stephanie
Viers) and the
Forum Secretariat.
(Forum members /
1 July)

Submit evaluation
on access points
and users needed
(Forum members /
1 July)

b) brief update on
status of
implementation or
REACH-IT

8.4 - WP package
B10 — Enforceability
of Annex XVII

a) Report from WG

The report was not ready for
adoption and the mandate of the
WG was extended by 15 Septemb
to finalise the report, which will be
then adopted by the Forum in
written procedure.

er

Written comments
to the WG Report
(Forum members /
16 June)

Adoption of the
Revised WG Repor,
by written
procedure (Forum
members / -)
Submission to
COM /WG on
Restrictions (the
Forum Secretariat /
15 September)

b) further steps
before adoption

of Annex XVII
9 - Working « Draft working
Procedures procedures to be

a) Forum WGs

sent for comments
to the Forum (the
Forum Secretariat/-

8.5 Forum Work
Programme

a) discussion of WP

Amendments were needed for
several work packages in the worl
programme.

b) adoption of WP

Report of the WG and at the same
time the multi-annual (2008-2010)
WP were adopted with amendmer
WP is to be revised at least once
year at plenary meetings.

Amended WP to be
circulated (SECR /
)

Progress update wi
be made at every
plenary meeting
(the Forum
Secretariat / -)

¢) division of tasks

1. Mandates continued for:

1. WG on REACH-IT needs

Identify invited
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Agenda point

Conclusions / decisions / minority
opinions

Action requested after
the meeting (by
whom/by when)

(B3) until Forum-3

2. WG providing advice on
enforceability of Annex
XVIII (B10) until Forum-3

2. WGs established:

1. For developing the template

and common enforcement
issues to be addressed in
the report required under
Article 117 of REACH
(A2) until Forum-3

2. For developing the
enforcement strategy(ies)
(B1) until Forum-3

3. For developing the pilot
enforcement project(s) (B§
until Forum-3

~

experts for the WG$
(Forum members
expression interest
in participation in
the WGs/30 May)

10 - organisation of
enforcement in MS

a) Germany

b) Poland

11 - AOB
a) meeting dates

» the length of the meeting to be
increased up to 3 days

« amount of meetings in 2009 to be
increased from 2 to 3 if necessary|

» Forum-3: 2-4 December 2008

» circulate the revised
tentative meeting
calendar (SECR/
ASAP)

b) REHCORN updats

Y

¢) information
materials

General

e all PP-presentation$
to be uploaded to
CIRCA (SECR/by
19 May)
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I1l. List of Attendees

MS Members Invited experts Agenda Item
1 IT ALLESI Mariano 1 BAUMANN Kurt 8.2 - ICSMS DG Commission
2 ES | ALONSO FERNANDEZ Rosario 2 HOPKER Kai 8.3 — REACH-IT 1| ENTR CORDIER Laurence
3 | EL | ANGELOPOULOU loanna 3 NIEMINEN Janne | 8.1 - Customs 2 | ENTR AGUADO-MONSONET Miguel
4 EE | PROMET Natali 3 | ENV NAM Andrea
5 PT | BARROQUEIRO Alvaro Anténio Observers from EEA-EFTA 4 | ENTR SALVADOR ROLDAN Rocio
6 | UK | BISHOP Richard State | countries 5 | TAXUD | SCHEPERS Herve
7 | NL | BLENKERS Joop 1 NO | WIKHEIM Maren (Norway)
8 | DK | BORGLUM Birte Nielsen ECHA Unit
9 | BE | CUYPERS Paul MS Advisers 1 AJAO Charmaine | Al - Helpdesk
10 | FI | EKMAN Annette 1 | nL | VAN DEN BERG Jos (Joop BARANSKI
11 | cz | FORINT Pavel Blenkers) 2 | Maciej A2 — Committees
12 | RO | ALBULESCU Mihaiela 2 | BE | LEYNEN Michel (Cuypers Paul) 3 | DANCET Geert | Executive Director
13 | SK | KOLESAR Duzan 3 SE | SILLREN Barbro (Th_oran Karin) B2 ~ Procedures
14 | DE | KOWALSKI Ulrike 4 DAUKSIENE R_uta Birute 4 DE BRUJN J.ack testing
15 KYPRIANIDOU LEODIDOU LT | (Seskauskas Vikioras) 5 | ENDEN Petri R3-ICT

cY | Tasoula 5 HU | DEIM Szilvia ( Major Jeno) HAUTAMAKI
16 | HU | MAJOR Jend 6 MOILANEN Marianne (Ekman 6 Anne O.ED — legal team
17 | PL | MIEGOC Edyta Fl_| Annette) . KREYSA Director ~

7 HAWKINS Richard (Bishop 7 Joachim Directorate A

18 | IE | O’ SULLIVAN Tom UK | Richard) LIPKOVA
19 | LV | PALLO Parsla 8 | LU | WEBER Jill (Schmit Gaston) 8 | Adriana A2 — Committees
20 | SI | PEZDIR Mojca Jeraj 9 PETERSEN Pia Gitte (Borglum 9 | MAURER Diana | A2 — Committees
21 | BG | SAVOV Nikolay Stanimirov DK | Birte) A3 -
22 | LU | SCHMIT Gaston 10 ZEITLER Reinhard (Kowalski 10 MAKELA Petteri Communication
23 | LT | SESKAUSKAS Viktoras DE | Ulrike) POPESCU
24 | SE | THORAN Karin 11 DI MARZIO Graziella (Alessi 11 | Raluca A2 — Committees
25 | FR | VIERS Stéphanie IT_| Mariano) YLA-MONONEN _
26 | AT | WURM Gernot 12 | Leena A2 — Committees
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IV. List of Annexes

ANNEX 1. Final agenda

ANNEX Il.  Decisions of the Forum revising the exig working groups for work
packages B3 and B10 ones establishing working grdop work
packages A2, B1 and B8

ANNEX Il Documents submitted to Forum-2
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Annex |
Final Agenda

Second meeting of the Forum for Exchange of Informzon on
Enforcement

(Forum-2)

14-15 May 2008
Hotel Restaurant Linna, Lonnrotinkatu 29, Helsinki, Finland

14 May: starts at 9:00
15 May: ends at 18:00

‘ Item 1 — Welcome and Introduction

f)  Welcome by the Provisional Chair of the Forum addrass by the Executive
Director of ECHA

g) Quorum for the meeting

h) Practicalities — reimbursement rules
i) Signing the annual declarations

j) Follow up on the ROPs

| ltem 2 — Adoption of the Agenda

b) Adoption of the agenda
c) Declaration of interests with regard to Agenda f®in

For adoption
ECHA/Forum-2/2008/A/01 draft Rev.1

Item 3 — Election of the Forum Chair and Vice-Chais

Discussion / proposals and voting

‘ Item 4 — Follow up from Forum-1 and report of the Forum Secretariat

f) Adoption of minutes from previous meeting

g) Curriculum Vitae for web publication

h) Coding of documents

i) Results of the written procedures between ForumellFeorum-2 —
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- Recommendation on Minimum Criteria for Environrtedrinspections
(RMCEI) — concluded, report

i. Follow up information on update of RMCEI (DG ENV)
- Observers from EEA-EFTA countries — concludegorée
j) Report on relevant developments (EEA agreement)

For information: ECHA/Forum-2/2008/2
ECHA/Forum-2/2008/3

‘ Item 5 - Other enforcement networks

c) Observers from other enforcement networks — repam the written
procedure and discussion

d) Stakeholder observers

For discussion: ECHA/Forum-2/2008/4
‘ Item 6 — Status of preparations for REACH Enforcemat

a) Tour de table - status of preparations for enioemat and implementation of
provisions on penalties into national legislatioMember States

For information: ECHA/Forum-2/2008/5

‘ Item 7 — Issues relevant for enforcement of REACH
c) Issues for enforcement (ECHA)
a. Pre-registration, registration, helpdesk input

d) Pre-registration awareness campaign and propasaiviolvement of
enforcement authorities (ECHA/COM)

For information and discussion: ECHA/Forum-2/2008/6

‘ Item 8 — Introduction to Forum Work Programme (WP)

b) Brief report from the WG on Work Programme in pregpi@n of the next
agenda points (WG Chair)
For information: ECHA/Forum-2/2008/7

‘ Item 8.1 — WP package B7 — Cooperation with custasn

c) Presentation by DG TAXUD
d) Presentation by national customs officer
e) Discussion
For discussion / information

‘ Item 8.2 - WP package B4 — Information exchange/stem for enforcement
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¢) Introduction
d) Relevant existing systems (EUVICHEM, ICSMS, RAPEX)
e) Existing information exchange systems in other a(&LHA)

f) An example of existing harmonisation tool at ECHREACH Helpdesk
Exchange Platform - RHEP (ECHA)

For information / discussion ECHA/Forum-2/2008/8

‘ 8.3 - WP package B3 — REACH-IT & enforcement

a) Report from the Forum WG on REACH-IT and presentatf the document
on the enforcement needs from REACH-IT (WG Chair)

b) Brief update from the ECHA Secretariat on the sthtenplementation of
REACH-IT (ECHA)

For discussion / adoption ECHA/Forum-2/2008/9

| 8.4 - WP package B10 — Enforceability of Annex XVI |

a) Report from the Forum WG on advice on enforceabdftAnnex XVII (WG
Chair)
b) Further steps before adoption of Annex XVII (DG BRT

For discussion / adoption ECHA/Forum-2/2008/10

‘ Item 8.5 - WP package Al - Forum Work Programme

a) Discussion of the draft programme
b) Adoption of the Work Programme
c) Division of tasks

For discussion / adoption: ECHA/Forum-2/2008/7

‘ Item 9 — Working Procedures

a) Working Procedure mapping for the Forum and EGidposals for Working
Procedures (ECHA)

For discussion and adoptiorECHA/Forum-2/2008/11

‘ Item 10— Organisation of enforcement in Member Stags
b) Organisation of enforcement in Germany
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c) Organisation of enforcement in Poland

For information and discussion

\ Item 11— AOB

b) Tentative meeting dates for 2008 & 2009

| Item 12 — Closing of the meeting

a) Conclusions of the meeting and list of action peifCHA / Chair)
b) Closing by the Chair
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Annex Il a)

Revision of the Forum Working Group
“Information needed by enforcers from REACH IT”

Composition:
Chair: Stephanie VIERS (FR)

Forum Members
Rosario ALONSO FERNANDEZ (ES)

External Experts

Samuel BRUNET (FR)
Eugen ANWANDER (AT)
Paolo 1ZZO (IT)

Kai Hoepker (DE)

Barbro SILLREN (SE)

Objective: Implementation of an IT tool dedicated to REACHanérs

Mandate:

— answer any questions from ECHA related to the Fopomposal on REACH IT
and data needed by enforcers

— test/implement the IT tool

— collect additional requests / standard queries fiteenForum members

Timeline: Forum-3
Annex Il b)

Revision of the Forum Working Group
“Annex XVII of REACH Regulation — Advice on enforceability”

Composition:
Chair: Joop BLENKERS (NL)

Forum Members
Nikolay SAVOV (BG)
loana ANGELOPOULOU (EL)

Invited Experts

Jos V.D. BERG (NL)

Mario NICHELATTI (FR)

Samuel BRUNET (FR)
Objectives Enforceability of Annex XVII

Mandate: Continue the work regarding the enforceabilitytbé draft revision of
Annex XVII of REACH according to Forum-1 conclusion

Timeline: 15 September
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Annex Il ¢)

Establishment of the Forum Working Group
“Member States report to the Commission”

Composition:
Chair: Richard BISHOP (UK)

Forum Members

Rosario ALONSO FERNANDEZ (ES)
Mihaiela ALBULESCU (RO)

Tom O’SULLIVAN (IE)

Invited Experts

Anna FORSBACKA (FI)
Lutz ERDMANN (DE)
Pia PETERSEN (DK)

Names of some invited experts were communicatiée BCHA after the meeting.

Objective: Agree on the common issues regarding enforcemeieé tcovered in the
Article 117 report to the Commission and to devedagport template accordingly

Mandate: Prepare and present the documents necessahefexécution of the
project in accordance with the objectives and thaated Annex A2 of the Work
Programme

Timeline: Forum-3
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Annex Il d)

Establishment of the Forum Working Group
“Strategies for REACH enforcement”

Composition:
Chair: Nicolay SAVOV (BG)

Forum Members
Richard BISHOP (UK)
Ulrike KOWALSKI (DE)
Birte BORGLUM (DK)
Annette EKMAN (FI)
Gernot WURM (AT)

Invited Experts

Richard Hawkins (UK)
Barbro SILLREN (SE)
Raphael CHEVALLIER (FR)
Eline van der HOEKNL)

Names of some invited experts were communicatiée BCHA after the meeting.

Objective: Identify enforcement strategies for REACH as wallk@est practice in
enforcement, including minimum criteria for REACHfercement

Mandate: Prepare and present for adoption draft docunmntdrategy(ies) for
enforcement of REACH and on minimum criteria forAREH enforcement

Timeline: Forum-3
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Annex Il e)

Establishment of the Forum Working Group
“Coordinated Forum Projects”

Composition:
Chair: Joop Blenkers (NL)

Forum Members

Viktoras SESKAUSKAS (LT)
Stephanie VIERS (FR)

Jeno MAJOR (HU)

Invited Experts

Ruta Birute DAUKSIENE (LT)
Magdalena NOGAISKA (PL)
Nikoletta MAROSVOLGYI (HU)
Hannu-Tuomas KOKKO (FI)
Jos VAN DEN BERG (NL)
Andrea MAYER-FIGGEDE)
Antje LUDWIG (DE)

Names of some invited experts were communicatie BCHA after the meeting.
Objective: Develop the plan for the pilot coordinated enforeem project(s)

including the project checklist and guidance docoimi®r the execution of the
project. Guidance document may be used for oth@gegts in future

Mandate: Prepare and present the documents necessahefexécution of the
project in accordance with the objectives and fhaated Annex 2, activity B8 of the
Work programme

Timeline: Forum-3
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Documents uploaded to CIRCA for Forum-2

Annex Il

Final Draft Agenda (Agenda Item 2)

ECHA/Forum-2/30901 draft Rev.1

Report on the Written procedure on the fipal
draft Forum Rules of Procedure (Agenda item

l.e)

ECHA/Forum-2/2008/1

Replies from the Forum members to
Commission note on update of the RM(
recommendation (Agenda item 4.d)

he
El

ECHA/Forum-2/2008/2

of observers from EEA-EFTA countri
(Agenda item 4.d)

Report on the written procedure on participa¥on

S

ECHA/Forum-2/2008/3

Report on the written procedure on participa
of observers other enforcement netwo
(Agneda item 5.a)

ion
rks

ECHA/Forum-2/2008/4

Letter from SLIC regarding cooperation w
Forum (Agenda item 5.a)

th

ECHA/Forum-2/2008
ROOM DOCUMENT 1

Stakeholder organisations having expres
their interest to participate in the work of eg
and regarded as eligible (Agenda item 5.b)

sed
ha

ECHA/Forum-2/2008
ROOM DOCUMENT 6

Template for Preparation fdiour de tableon
Status of preparations for REACH enforcem
in the Member States (Agenda item 6.a)

ent

ECHA/Forum-2/2008/5

Issues relating to the enforcement of g
registration and registration provisions of {
REACH Regulation (agenda item 7.a)

re-
he

ECHA/Forum-2/2008/6

NL comment regarding the REACH-IT Pr
registration module (agenda item 7.a)

ECHA/Forum-2/2008
ROOM DOCUMENT 2

Draft Forum Work Programme (agenda item

ECHAURo#2/2008/7

Information exchange system for enforcem
(Agenda item 8.2)

ECHA/Forum-2/2008/8

EUVICHEM example: Report Number: E
0001-07 (Agenda item 8.2)

ECHA/Forum-2/2008
ROOM DOCUMENT 3

EUVICHEM example: Report Number: E;{
0002-07 (Agenda item 8.2)

ECHA/Forum-2/2008
ROOM DOCUMENT 4

EUVICHEM report form (Agenda item 8.2)

ECHA/Forun2208
ROOM DOCUMENT 5

Draft Report of the Forum WG on REACH-
needs (Agenda item 8.3)

T

ECHA/Forum-2/2008/9

Draft Report of the Forum WG o
enforceability of Annex XVII (Agenda iter
8.4)

=)

ECHA/Forum-2/2008/10

Forum Working Procedures (Agenda item 9)

ECHA/Fo/2008/11
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