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Industry Coordinating Group (ICG) for CEPA

From:
Jack Soule
ICG Secretariat
tel: 613 541 0013
fax: 613 541 0112

To:
Industry Coordinating Group

Minutes of the ICG meeting, May 12th, 2005
held at the DuPont Corporate Centre, Mississauga.
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* by conference call

1.  Minutes of the last meeting.

G. Granville reviewed the actions from the last meeting (February 22nd).  

2. Categorization and Screening of the DSL

G. Granville and A. Jones reported that:
- The EC website has an updated schedule of categorization events through to September 2006 (see Attachment 1).

- There will be a multi-stakeholder meeting convened by EC & HC on June 1st to provide an update on the CSDSL program. The ICG will be represented, as will a number of NGO groups.
(see Attachment 2 for the agenda)

Action 1: Attendees to report back at next ICG meeting.

- EC will be sending out a second round of requests to specific companies for pivotal data studies that had been referenced in the MSDS of those companies.

- Concerns about how companies can protect any CBI aspects of studies so submitted are expected to be addressed at the meeting on June 1st.
A. Jones reported on a meeting he had with B. Meeke:
- Bette feels the June 1st meeting should provide good balance between the EC & HC interests.

- HC’s Proposed Integrated Framework document has been received and is about 64 pages in length. The ICG should give special attention to Appendix 1 that lists the databases that HC has decided to exclude from its decision-making.

Action 2: The Technical Subcommittee should review Appendix 1 and comment as needed.
- HC is looking for help in determining how to deal with approximately 300 substances on their ‘maximal list’ that are highly toxic but have low exposure. Is there a solid rationale/mechanism for setting them aside?
Action 2: The Technical Subcommittee should develop an ICG response.

A. Jones reported that the C3/C4 organizations recently held a meeting in Washington to review the chlorinated substances on the DSL that have the potential to be categorized ‘in’, with the intent of determining those of interest and ultimately those worthy of challenge. From this initial process it seems that there are fewer than 100 that are of significant interest.

D. Wilke requested that groups/associations that are making representations to EC/HC on behalf of their industries’ substances should let the ICG know, along with any feedback they can provide. To date we believe that there is activity underway on the part of C3/C4, ethoxylate & propoxylate polymers, the Silicones Environmental Council re: siloxanes, fragrances, and colorants. 

Action 3: ICG members are requested to keep the ICG (A.Wilke/A.Jones) updated on their experiences in providing empirical data to EC/HC for the purpose of having substances set aside.

R. Roth commented that he has had a mixed experience based on his data submitted, in that it has resulted in some substances being removed, while others have been added.

D. Wilke observed that the standard for removal seems to be much more stringent than that for inclusion. EC seems reticent to remove substances, preferring to leave them for screening.

J. Borkhoff reported that there are still disconnects in mobilizing the communications program. The brochure has not yet been released, due to some disagreements on wording by ENGO participants.
With regard to future planning:

- the CCPA website is still receiving minimal usage, so the association will not put any more investment into it. It was observed that it may only gain high usage during the SLRA process.

- as SLRAs are completed and made available they will need to be reviewed and commented on.

- an EC document on ethyl benzene is expected soon.

- a plan will be needed on how to prioritize the list of substances categorized ‘in’ as preparation for managing the SLRA stage. 

Action 3: G. Granville, A. Jones and D. Wilke should develop an ICG proposal.
3. S. 71 Survey Sub-group

R. Roth reported that there are some surveys being issued by EC that have not been reviewed by the Section 71 sub-group.(See Attachment 3) Two recent cases are the voluntary VOC survey for Adhesives and Sealants and a mandatory survey on GHGs. There was also an HFC survey that included some unexpected aspects that caused problems across industry.

Action 4: R. Roth will follow up with S. Howarth to develop a plan for reconciling such outliers.   
 4. New Substances Update
a) R. Roth indicated that discussions with EC on how to deal with “toxic transitionals” is still underway.(See Attachment 3) It still seems that SNAcs are a possibility.

b) EC is still reviewing its policy on the confidential listing of substances on the DSL and NDSL, in light of the ICG submission.(See Attachment 3)
c) J. Nugent outlined the progress of the revised NSNR through the government processes which should result in an “in effect” date of October.(See Attachment 4) There is ongoing activity on the draft Guidelines and various technical sections.

d) There has been no further communication from EC on the process to determine which of the 1100 substances inappropriately nominated to the DSL should remain. Concern was raised about how substances of the 1100 that have only come into use since 1986 will be treated.

Action 5: J. Soule will explore this matter with EC.

e) A. McConnell provided an FPIC update on “Environmental Assessments of Substances in Food & Drugs Act Products”.(Presentation available on request) Anne covered FPIC’s interests regarding the ‘single administrative window’ for NSNs and preference to stay under CEPA. The ‘in commerce list’ of approximately 9000 substances used after 1986 in F&DA products presents a problem for both industry and government as to how they should be qualified for addition to the DSL. FPIC recommends they be treated as ‘existing’ and EC/HC seem to be listening.

5. CEPA Review

G. Lloyd reported that the Cabinet review paper has not emerged as yet.

Industry needs to develop a strategy about how products should be treated under CEPA. ENGOs are pushing for more scrutiny.

6. Sector Tables      
At a previous meeting G. Lloyd had presented an overview of how EC sees ‘sector tables’ being established. Under the Chemicals Sector there would be sub-groups focused on Climate Change, Federal/Provincial matters, and Substance Management. Even though the Sector Tables are not yet established, it was felt worthwhile to roll the previous ‘Taking Stock’ meetings, that the ICG used to hold with EC/HC management, into subgroup activities. The first unofficial Substance Management Sub-Group meeting has been scheduled for May 19th. (A preparatory session for attendees was held in the afternoon following the ICG meeting.) 

Action 6:  Attendees will report back at the next ICG meeting.
It is likely that subsequent meetings will include ENGOs.
7. ICG’s CEPA Conference

J.Soule reported that the conference planning group has been assembled and a draft agenda is being prepared. A flyer announcing the conference was handed out from EC’s booth at the ACC/SOCMA’s GlobalChem conference in March. Our conference dates are October 6th & 7th, with workshops on the 5th.
12. Finance Report 
J. Soule reported that all 2005 membership fees have been received.

13. OECD/International Update

J. Soule reported that the OECD New Chemicals Task Force met in April, with Charlie Auer of the U.S. EPA as the new chair. This proved to one of the most productive meetings of the Task Group to date.
G. Lloyd had attended the POPS meeting in Uruguay and reported that there were no major changes. There is a sub-group that will deal with potential additions to the list of ‘12’. The ENGOS supplied a list of about 30 candidates. PFOS was mentioned.

There are 3 categories of lists: List ‘A’ substances are to be banned; List ‘B’ substances are needed substances (eg. DDT) that could be risk-managed vs a ban; List ‘C’ substances are unintentional byproducts.
14. Dates for 2005 Meetings
The date for the next meeting was changed to Thursday, July 14th.

The remaining 2005 meetings of the ICG will be held in Mississauga at the DuPont offices, starting at 08:30, according to the following schedule: 

Thursday, July 14th
Friday, September 23rd
Friday, December 2nd
The possible need for an additional meeting in the fall will be assessed at the September meeting.
J.Soule

Attachment 1 

EC Categorization Timeline

	Date
	Milestone

	April, 2005
	Updated Categorization CD.

	July, 2005
	Updated Categorization CD. Preliminary categorization decisions for all but the uncertain substances.

	September, 2005
	Deadline for submitting experimental data to support the categorization of discrete organic and inorganic substances.

	October, 2005
	Updated Categorization CD. Decisions on uncertain substances & changes based on industry submissions.

	December, 2005
	Deadline for submitting experimental data to support the categorization of polymers, organometallics, and UVCBs.

	January, 2006
	Updated Categorization CD. Changes based on industry submissions.

	April, 2006
	Final draft Categorization CD.

	July, 2006
	Final Categorization CD.

	September, 2006
	Statutory deadline for publishing the results of the Categorization of the DSL.


