NOTE of June 7th, 2005

To: ICG members   

On June 1 ICG representatives attended a stakeholder update meeting organized by Environment Canada (EC) and Health Canada (HC) for industry and other NGO representatives.  It was a full day of briefing and there will be a second briefing session continuing the process over the summer months.  Key points for ICG members to note as they consider their own position on categorization of substances of interest to their company or sector are:

1.       ICG members present were generally comfortable with the way in which the categorization and screening prioritization approaches are unfolding.  Companies who have reviewed the HC framework document released some weeks ago will see the basis for inclusion of substances in the Maximal List and, given the of position of the substance in the nigh/medium and low potential for exposure sections plus the hierarchy of hazard endpoints, should be able to judge the relative priority ranking for risk assessment of substances of interest to them from a HC perspective.  

At the meeting, EC updated its ‘rainbow chart’ of substances consistent with the April 2005 spreadsheet update and described a process for prioritization for screening assessment based on 4 criteria:

         Priority for assessment based on high certainty, severity, etc.

         Priority to fill data gaps

         Monitor progress (including the opportunity for voluntary industry activity to fill data gaps).

         Lower priority for action

More information will be made available in due course on the framework for prioritization but early opinions from industry attendees about the concept were generally positive.  
2.       Industry needs to respond to HC regarding the HC categorization framework.  In particular, we need to address the request regarding substances on the Maximal List that are high hazard, low exposure (the so-called ‘301 list’).  One mechanism proposed by the ICG to do this is an expert workshop to review these and inform HC regarding grouping of substances and what measures are in place already to manage these substances.  This will require key industry expertise to be successful, once arranged.

3.       Window for submission of data voluntarily to assist categorization has been formalized.    The dates for submission of data voluntarily have been set by EC (September 2005) and HC (September 16, 2005) previously.  At the meeting EC made clear that September will be final except for data in development where a) prior discussion with EC has taken place, b) EC understand the reason why the data cannot be provided by September and c) have agreed to await the data for use in categorization.  Written agreement from EC in such circumstances to consider data will be required in advance of the September deadline.  This approach formalizes the position industry has understood to be in place.

4.       Spreadsheet/CD updates.    The July CD update will contain the SLRA Approach papers for EC.  The October update CD will contain the public data elements of voluntary submissions that have been used on categorization.

Further information will be provided next month at the ICG meeting (July 14) and after the next industry/NGO/EC/HC meeting.  If there are questions please contact Allan Jones or Jack Soule.  Association/company attendees also attending the meeting were L. Belcher (DuPont), J. Borkhoff (Ciba), G. Granville (Shell/ICG), L. Hamel (Dow), G. Lloyd (CCPA),  B. Rebel (CCSPA), L. Santry (Nova), D. Wilke (P&G).

- Allan Jones   ICG                  
