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Alternative compromise by Greens/EFA and GUE/NGL

1. Excludes the bad amendments introduced due to pressure from the EPP-ED

These amendments

· reduce public access to information (more confidentiality),
· make substitution more difficult (narrow assessment linked to applicant),
· favour big industry (delay of first phase of registration),
· go at the expense of SMEs (extended data property rights),
· reduce the quality of the data (less exposure info, less reliable test),
· create uncertainty about the scope.

2. Includes a number of improvements (but less strong than ENVI)
A. Authorisation

a) Mandatory substitution to apply for most substances

· almost all carcinogenic or mutagenic substances (those without no-effect threshold)
· all PBT or vPvB substances

· all endocrine disruptors

· substances of very high concern used dispersively, including all uses in consumer articles

b) Clear time - limits

· Authorisations under adequate control limited to maximum of 5 years when safer alternatives are available; special justification required
· Review of authorisations at the latest after eight years

c) Mandatory information about R&D activities and substitution plan, and mandatory review
· Mandatory information about R&D activities

· Mandatory substitution plan when safer alternatives are objectively available
· Mandatory review if the circumstances have changed/ new info on possible substitutes
d) More substances to fall under authorisation

· less restrictive definition of PBT and vPvB substances
B. More information to the public

· Consumers entitled to receive information about all dangerous substances in articles
· Public interest to override confidentiality claims by industry
C. More information on hazardous substances
· Chemical Safety report also for low-volume priority substances 

D. Less Animal Tests (Like agreement with Council, with two additions):

· reference to toxicogenomics in an article as a new alternative method
· reduction strategy on short-term toxicity testing
E. No secret agency

· Stronger rules on independence

· members of agency committees and forum and their declarations of interest to be public
F. Help for SMEs and downstream users

· sharing of data and registration costs by production volume

· notification of non-registration to DU,  extra six months for registration by DU

3. Has supplementary issues not addressed in the EPP-PSE-ALDE compromise

A. Authorisation

a) More substances to fall under authorisation

· less restrictive definition of substances of "equivalent concern"
b) Reviews

· Mandatory if environment quality standards under IPPC or for water are not met

c) Candidate list 
· without prejudice to existing restrictions

· CMR substances and those newly classified as CMR onto candidate list within 3 months

B. Duty of Care

· obligation to provide minimal information on substances 10kg - 1 tonne

C. More information on hazardous substances
· Exposure assessment not linked to specific hazards
· More low-volume substances 1-10 tonnes to give full base set data
· Earlier registration of substances < 100 tonne that are toxic to aquatic organisms
D. Equal treatment import articles and EU articles
· homogenous materials as reference for 0,1% for notification of substances of very high concern in consumer articles
· earlier restriction of non-authorised substances of very high concern in import articles
· exemption from notification only if an actor up the suppy chain has provided the info
E. Address the challenge of nanoparticles

· review of tonnage threshold and adequate info requirements within 18 months 

F. Keep Member States sovereignty

· Member States should be allowed to maintain/introduce more stringent requirements 

� Whereas the issues listed under would fall if the compromise package submitted by the EPP-ED, PES and ALDE was adopted, these issues can be voted in addition to that compromise.








