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To: env-caracal@ec.europa.eu, grow-caracal@ec.europa.eu, christel.musset@echa.europa.eu, 
mercedes.vinas@echa.europa.eu 

Second REACH Review - Comments to Action n°1 “Encourage updating of registration 
dossiers” (Reference document: CA/59/2018) 

  
European industry has heavily invested in the collection and generation of high quality data for the 
REACH Registration dossiers and the metals sector commits to keep its data up-to-date and state-
of-the art. In addition, the sector contributed extensively to guidance development to promote 
leveraging the quality and specificity of metals hazard, risk assessment and risk management. 

These contributions align with one of the core objectives of REACH, i.e. to improve Europe’s 
knowledge about chemicals, and are also reflected in the recently announced Metals and Inorganics 
Sectorial Approach (MISA), a 3 year cooperative programme between ECHA and industry that will 
address outstanding technical/scientific issues and at the same time further improve the registration 
dossiers specifically for the metals and inorganics sectors. 

Eurometaux believes that accurate REACH data should be the starting point for all risk assessments 
and the cornerstone of a risk-controlled Europe. In this respect the REACH datasets provide best 
available data as well as risk assessment methodology and should be used more widely than for 
REACH purposes. As such, Eurometaux supports the suggestion to boost the use of this information 
within other Community regulatory regimes. Besides further encouraging REACH registrants and co-
registrants to maintain the data in the registration dossiers up to date, the wide use of REACH data 
under various EU regimes could also be a means of preventing duplication or inefficiencies in 
existing Risk Management requirements. 

Eurometaux fully supports the need for a clear and systematic process to handle registration dossier 
updates. A check-list could support consortia in identifying aspects to be monitored in order to 
determine update needs; such a check list might include, i.a., substance identity profiles (in case of 
new registrants), human and environmental hazard profiles/classifications, new scientific evidence 
leading to changes in classifications, SDSs and CSR, etc. A differentiation should be made 
between “administrative” and “scientific data” which should be treated differently, especially 
where compulsory periodic update requirements are established.  

Efforts in improving data quality via regulatory actions (i.e. substance evaluation) should focus on the 
most critical substances and uses, built on a risk prioritisation based approach. For metals and 
inorganics this often means focusing on the evaluation of actual exposures to make risk management 
effective. 

 As pointed out by ECHA in the document CA/59/2018, clarifying the responsibilities of the co-
registrants in dossier updates, as well as forwarding (draft) evaluation decisions to all co-
registrants, would be an important means of keeping all registrants involved in the updating process. 

In case the Commission believes that an Implementing act is needed to support dossier update 
actions, Eurometaux would like to stress the importance of taking industry’s practical experience into 
consideration, allowing stakeholder involvement from the early stages of drafting. 

Contact person at Eurometaux: Lorenzo Zullo (zullo@eurometaux.be) and Violaine Verougstraete 
(verougstraete@eurometaux.be) 


