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AGENDA

1)   Opening Remarks

2)
Appropriate and rigorous-based science assessments  (V. Cothras, L.Santry, J. Soule)

3)
Existing Substances (S. Coombs)

4)
Confidential business information (J. Soule)

5)
Appropriate risk management (J. Laurie-Lean)

6)
Single window program delivery (A. McConnell)

7)
Risk communications for substances (G. Granville, S. Coombs)

8)  De-selection issues based on misinformation (C. Cirko)

9)
Interface between EC/HC administering the Act (G. Granville)

10) Status of issues already dealt with or needing to be dealt with (G. Lloyd, G. Granville)

11)
GHS implementation ( A. McConnell)

12) Use of CAS numbers in gazette notices (J. Soule)

13) Survey management (G. Granville)

14) Plans, dates and items for subsequent meetings (G. Lloyd, J. Arseneau)

1. Opening Remark

· Once the Chemicals Sector Sustainability Table is established, there is a need for this work to report into it.  This Chemicals Sector Table would be requested to deal with issues such as ENGO participation.

· The importance of this group was emphasized given the broad range of substance management issues that are emerging and need to be dealt with.

2. Appropriate and Vigorous Risk Based Science Assessments

· During the course of the presentations HC and EC heard various points/comments from industry.  From the group discussion it was clear that a transparent and open process is key.  

· The over-arching goal is to create a decision making framework that is clear and workable for all parties and that conforms within the Act (CEPA).  

· There was agreement that this issue would be re-visited at the next Substance Management Sub-Group.  It is anticipated that by this time more experience would have been gained with the SLRA process.

· Several follow up initiatives were suggested including:

· Companies with concerns regarding the handling of substances within the SLRA process are encouraged to have meetings with Director Generals ( DG’s).

· Environment Canada and Health Canada will develop information to better inform companies of the SLRA process (primer). 

· Guidelines will also be developed on the industry input and the review process involved in SLRAs. 

3. In Commerce List

· The in-commerce list (ICL) contains over 9,000 substances, and are considered “new” under CEPA 1999.

· Courses of action identified by industry include broadening of the definition of “existing substances” under CEPA to close the legislative gap.

· Health Canada and Environment Canada recognize this issue and are meeting to discuss and address the issue.

· Progress is being made, but to the extent CEPA amendments are required this will need to wait for CEPA review.

· A follow up report denoting progress will be provided at the next meeting.

4. CBI

· From the presentation provided it was clear that from industries perspective, given the dynamics of the Canadian industry, the approach currently being followed with regards to the addition of a substance to the confidential portion of the DSL requires review.  

· The policy with regards to this issue dates back to the beginning of the DSL process, 15 + years.

· Given changes over this period industry has requested new guidance on how to address the issue.

·  Environment Canada has indicated that they would like to examine the potential effects of a change to the current process.     

· A further separate meeting to be convened to discuss further through ongoing CEPA ICG discussions. 

5. Risk Assessment / Risk Management and Insuring that Risk Management is Linked with the Risk Assessment of the Substance

· From a Health Canada perspective there is a need to incorporate bio-monitoring activities into this effort as environmental exposures may not adequately reflect Health effects. 

· Industry has indicated issues related to this topic for several years and are eager to see progress in this issue.  

· As a future course of action it has been suggested that case studies should be undertaken identifying problems that have arisen within the context of this issue.

· Industry to follow up on the offer by presenting potential substances. 

· Justyna Laurie-Lean from the Mining Association of Canada (MAC) and Anne O’Toole from Environment Canada (EC) to lead this effort.

6. Single Window for New Substance Notifications

· Concerns were raised with regards to multiple systems for notification of new substances.  

· Multiple systems cause confusion and inefficiency for both industry and government. 

· Proposed Environmental Assessment Regulations (EARs) under the F&DA would entrench two separate systems.  

· Industry is supportive of one single window under CEPA with EC undertaking environmental assessments and HC undertaking human health assessments.    

· There is continued call for the release of the Environmental Assessment Regulations  (EAR) Options Analysis Paper.

· Progress made in this area is to be discussed at the next meeting.

7. Risk Communications

· Proper risk communication is required for clarity of purpose and focus. Key is to communicate the right message at the proper time.  

· Categorization of the Domestic Substances List (CDSL) is an excellent example of an effort that would benefit from good risk communication. 

· Both Environment Canada and Health Canada are working on improvements in this area and there will be further discussions at the next meeting.

· Health Canada will suggest a specific work group to consider what information we can give to the public for substances that are categorized, including what information is available on these substances and what risk management / product stewardship industry is doing on them.

8. Plastics De-selection Issues

· There was a call for support in assessing the impact of LEED and how to improve it.  In particular, concerns were raised with regards to the lack of consideration of the lifecycle of substances in decision-making processes.

· Broad industry concerns were expressed about eco-labelling and James Riordan volunteered to follow up with any companies or associations that had specific concerns that they wanted to discuss.

9. Health Canada and Environment Canada Interface

· From industries perspective co-operation between Environment Canada and Health Canada is an essential issue.

· The issue is clearly recognized by both EC and HC and is being addressed in various manners.  Examples provided included: Deputy Minister meetings; identifying priorities; working on shared workplans; etc.   

· This is a continuous improvement initiative and industry would like to maintain this agenda item for future meetings.

10. Status of Issues Being Dealt with at Other Tables

· The Substance Management Sub-group is an important forum by which to ascertain relevant information from other key groups that are dealing with related issues.

· In terms of CEPA review activities there is some uncertainty with regards to the future of the ACCR.  Both EC and HC would like to continue a forum to table issues for discussion but are uncertain if the ACCR is the appropriate method.  

· It is anticipated that by the next meeting there will be a better sense of the level of provincial involvement within the Sector Sustainability Tables and whether a federal / provincial sub-group in the Chemicals Sector Sustainability Table is appropriate.

· Given issues related to ongoing CDSL activities it is acknowledged that continued use of the Substance Management Sub-group will be an important mechanism to facilitate the exchange of views between the parties.

11. GHS Implementation

· Industry is extremely concerned with the potential of becoming out of step with the United States with regards to the GHS.  

· The United States appears to be lagging behind in this regard due to the level of inter-agency review.  Indications are that despite these hurdles the US is moving forward with this issue.  

· Given the reporting relationship of the Substance Management Sub-group to the Chemicals Sector Sustainability Table Parties, parties identified the need to table this issue within the Sub-group to ensure recognition at the Deputy Minister level. 

12. CAS Numbers

· As mandated under CEPA Sect. 71, industry is often requested to submit data on substances of interest to Environment Canada and Health Canada. 

· As a key to ensuring compliance and streamlining efforts Environment Canada and Health Canada are encouraged to utilize C.A.S. Registry numbers for such requests.  

· Environment Canada feels that they have developed some useful guidance work in this regard but agrees that this could be refined further.   Collaborative efforts in this regard will be taken in other fora such as the CEPA ICG and the Environment Canada Survey Group. 

13. Survey Management

· In terms of survey activity there is general acknowledgement that surveys are extremely costly in terms of resources for both industry and government.  

· Co-ordination of government requests is suggested as a mechanism to reduce resource strains. 

· The ongoing work of the CEPA ICG Sect. 71 subgroup and the Environment Canada Survey Group was identified as a successful approach to undertaking government and industry survey activity.

· It is hoped that this particular approach will be applied to other surveys that are connected with substance management.

14. Subsequent Meetings

· Parties are awaiting the establishment of the Sector Sustainability Tables in order to make use of the Substance Management sub-groups reporting function and to address issues related to ENGO participation in the process.   

· The next meeting will be scheduled for September irrespective of whether the Chemicals Sector Sustainability Table has met by then.

