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1. Welcome and introduction
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1.1 Confidentiality and 
competition law
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1.2 Tour de table and apologies
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Cf. participants list included in agenda



1.3 Approval of the agenda
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1.4 Minutes and actions 25 Mar 2015
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What? Who? Status?
Substance identification (SID)
1. Check what ECI did regarding speciation of their UVCBs PMC Sec

Ongoing

2. Check if Doré slag number 7 is a Cu slag PMC Sec with
registrant

3. Send updated composition info PM slags and PM slimes & sludges as requested in e-mail from PMC Sec
16-17 March

Ref WG

4. Review structural representation PM slags based on additional information provided under AP3 PMC Sec
5. Check composition data gaps other Ref & identify need for additional composition data collection PMC Sec

Delayed

6. Additional composition data collection PMC Sec
7. Identify parameters allowing a structural representation of other Refinables PMC Sec
8. Check which companies will need to register Fe bullion PGM rich and Cu bullion PGM rich PMC Sec
9. Update the PM Refinables decision tree / process definitions document following the outcome of the

structural representation exercise
PMC Sec

10. Draft internal document Refinables SID approach PMC Sec
11. Organise WG call to review/finalise the internal document on the Refinables SID approach PMC Sec
Environmental exposure assessment
12. Add additional constituents to their monitoring programme if not all driving constituents are currently

being monitored
PM Ref WG

Done?
13. Return environmental exposure questionnaire with all available emissions data on the driving

constituents present in the Ref at their site
PM Ref WG

14. Compilation of emission data from questionnaires for all driving constituents to update the
environmental risk assessment

WCA

Ongoing
15. Follow up access to exposure modelling parameter values and sign data-sharing agreements for all

driving constituents
PMC Sec



2. Substance identity (SID) of 
PM Refinables
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2.1 Further information from EC/ECHA (1)
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European Commission SIDC project workshop 27-28 April 2015
Workshop on SID of UVCBs and other complex substances in REACH

• EC project: investigation of SID and sameness of complex substances, i.e. 
substances for which the application of the SID provisions of REACH and the rules 
and conventions of the SID guidance pose challenges. 

• Aim: develop sector-specific factsheets providing key information and best practices 
in identification of complex substances in selected industry sectors. 

• EM did not participate in the first phase of the project but had the opportunity to 
explain the specificities of the inorganic UVCB case to the project consultants, to 
ensure that the approach developed during the last years - and discussed with 
ECHA - can be referred to in the framework of the current project. 

• Project workshop: DG GROW, project consultants, ECHA and industry gave 
presentations and exchanged practical experiences and knowledge during the 
breakout sessions (presentations and summary of breakout discussions are available 
via http://sidc.reach-2018.eu/sid_workshop.html).  

http://sidc.reach-2018.eu/sid_workshop.html


Further information from EC/ECHA (2)
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SIDC project workshop key messages

• Complex substances/UVCB issues are generally sector specific. ECHA considers 
communication with industry important to get the external perspective.

• Despite the complexity and the regulatory requirements, identification and 
sameness require pragmatic approaches. Deviation from the guidance is possible 
but needs to be justified.

• Substance Identity Profiles (SIPs) are relevant tools and have often been improved 
by SIEFs/Consortia/Associations to fit UVCB requirements, but are not always 
available.

• Analytical testing should be performed in a stepwise approach, starting with initial 
basic identification/characterisation and then adding more sophisticated methods. 
There is no need for a box ticking exercise of the analytical methods specified in 
Annex VI of REACH if they don’t provide relevant information (but this needs to be 
justified).

• SID issues of complex substances will most probably not be solved within the 
duration of the project (ending Dec 2015). Since issues are sector-specific, 
harmonisation of approaches, analysis and information format is not always 
effective for registrants nor for regulators. 



Further information from EC/ECHA (3)
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Workshop aim: develop sector-specific 
factsheets providing key information and 
best practices in identification of complex 
substances in selected industry sectors. 

-> EM provided DG GROW and ECHA with 
the SID section of the EM inorganic UVCB 
Guidance to avoid that information not 
fitting metal specificities is delivered as 
outcome of the project and used further 
for REACH 2018 registrations/updates.



ECHA informal feedback (1)
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• Deviations from SID guidance possible with appropriate justification but SID principles 
may not be disregarded; dossier should not refer to a hypothetical chemical too 
generically defined.

• EC entries do not necessarily identify a substance under REACH. Revised entries 
cannot be used as identifiers under REACH.

• Manufacturing process:

• Compositions generated from the same source & process can be considered to 
refer to one substance while compositions that differ significantly (e.g. constituents 
present from 0-90 %) are likely not to have been manufactured under the same 
process conditions.

• A non-exhaustive list of sources (e.g. primary & secondary feeds) may not be 
combined with a generic process description (e.g. leaching, melting, etc.) -> would 
lead to huge variability in the substance composition, which would not refer to one 
substance.



ECHA informal feedback (2)
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• Composition: reporting total elemental content is not sufficient; discounting the 
speciation can give the impression that different compositions are more similar than 
they are.

-> constituents such as metal, oxide, sulfate etc. will need to be differentiated and 
reported separately when present >10% / relevant for the PBT assessment. Groups of 
constituents with similar functional groups can be reported together when there are 
numerous constituents present but none > 10%. 

• Analytics: only analysing ‘representative sample’ for speciation/mineralogical 
composition is not sufficient; not appropriate for reporting across LEs as there would 
be no means to verify decisions taken on identity (each registrant is required to 
provide sufficient information that allows unambiguous identification of the 
substance)

EM is currently communicating with ECHA to clarify some of the misunderstandings, 
explain the practical difficulties in strictly complying with the REACH requirements, and 
explain that a precautionary approach is adopted with respect to CL and HA. 

EM further asked for practical examples to clarify what ECHA’s concerns refer to.



2.2 Structural representation of 
PM Ref
• ECHA proposed methodology sets priority to the structural representation 

followed by the reaction scheme and the process output. 

• The methodology entails the identification of systematic structural 
characteristics which, if the substances were to be well-defined, would 
constitute substance sameness criteria. The structural depiction therefore 
relies on the “80% rules” established for well-defined substances.

• ECHA SID guidance:

• “≥ 80%” rule for mono-constituent substances (i.e. one main constituent present to 
at least 80%) as well as the “< 80%/≥ 10%” rule for multi-constituent substances 
(i.e. several main constituents present at concentrations ≥ 10% and < 80%) should 
be applied to check if substances are the same. 

• Well-defined substances should contain the same main constituent(s). 

• A multi-constituent substance of main constituents A, B and C shall not be 
regarded the same as a multi-constituent substance of main constituents A and B 
or as a reaction mass of A, B, C and D.
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Structural representation of the slags: 
conclusions
• Two approaches were used for the structural representation: the species and elements 

representation. The elements representation is most in line with how the composition 
was reported in the Registration Dossiers of the Refinables.

• If the main (elemental) constituents are defined in line with the ECHA SID guidance 
(i.e. typical conc. for main constituents should be ≥ 10%), we can show presence of 
the same main constituents across companies for both types of slags. However, when 
using this approach, we cannot define sameness up to 80%, but we can justify this 
based on the presence of a lot of 'minor' constituents in the Refinables (present in 
small concentrations).

The PM Refinables WG agreed that we continue the structural representation exercise 
with the other Refinables on elemental basis. 

PM Sec is going through additional data provided for PM slimes & sludges and will be 
collecting further information for the other Refinables.
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3. Classification update
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Classification approach
• For the purpose of classification, the compositions of the PM Refinable 

clusters are defined by means of formulas.

-> agreed previously by the Ref WG to change these formulas into 
elemental compositions (max of typical) where possible for next update. 

• Once SID finalised, updated compositions will be entered into MeClas
and updated classifications will be derived.

• Samples will be grouped per classification and composition ranges will be 
derived per classification
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4. Update on RA related issues
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4.1 Status of environmental exposure 
assessment of PM Refinables

• Additional driving constituents added last year.

• Limited dataset on which to base an exposure scenario (for some 
constituents, only 2 sites provided emission data). 

• Did all companies provide emission data?

• If so, WCA will check possibility of use of SpERCs across this range 
of metals/metalloids and their emissions during Refinable 
processing.
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4.2 Combined toxicity
EM Workshop 20 Oct: Combined toxicity of metals in the environment: Bridging the gap 
between science and regulatory requirements 
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5. Workplan and budget
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2015 finance (Jan-Aug 2015)
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2016 workplan
Dossier maintenance

1. Scoping: ECHA advocacy

2. Substance identification: speciation testing if needed

3. Effects assessment and classification: 
• T/D testing & phys-chem testing for splitted dossiers (costs will not be invoiced as already 

invoiced 2015)

• validation testing if needed (costs will not be invoiced as already invoiced 2015)

4. Exposure and risk assessment: MvE assessment, update exposure & risk 
assessment

5. Compilation of IUCLID 5 file & Registration Dossiers: dossier updates to be 
submitted in 2016

6. IUCLID 5 Hosting System
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2016 draft budget

-> 288.000 € already invoiced in 2015 but budgeted again in 2016



6. AOB, next meetings/calls and 
closing remarks
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MSC 43 - Dossier Compliance Check (CCH) on “Slimes and sludges from 
the steel sector”: unclear on how MSC agreed on an inorganic UVCB

• CCH to investigate for any data gaps specific to Annexes IX and X.

• ECHA suggested that the MSC agree with a (first step) testing proposal 
on the UVCB itself, instead of applying the strategy based on the 
constituents’ approach that had been agreed between the metals sector 
and ECHA.

• It is expected that MSC would indicate in the Decision that alternative 
approaches can be followed as long as the LR can satisfy the data gaps in 
the registration file by the fixed deadline. 

• EM provided technical support to the involved LR and raised some 
principles of concern with ECHA in advance of the MSC meeting. 

• Outcome of decision not known. 
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AOB



• AOB?

• Next Ref WG meetings:

• 21 April 2016

• 6 October 2016
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Next meetings/calls and closing 
remarks


