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REGULATION establishing a common data platform on chemicals, laying down rules to ensure that the

File data contained in it are findable, accessible, interoperable and reusable and establishing a monitoring
and outlook framework for chemicals (Text with EEA relevance) - 2023/0453(COD)
Member State DENMARK
Row in
table Reference in the text MS position MS comment
Annex Il
13 Recital 1 Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal. However, we prefer to delete "By collecting and
. making available all data on chemicals that exist in the Union, the database will also foster innovation
14 Recital 2 Neutral i R
and support the development of advanced biologically-relevant tools, methods and models, and data
analysis capacities.”
16 Recital 4 Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
18 Recital 6 Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal. However, we prefer to delete "and enforcement
19 Recital 7 Neutral activities", if this information's is not already included in the obligations under the EU legislation
mentioned in the Annexes.
20 Recital 8 Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal, however, we prefer the Council Mandate.
21 Recital 9 Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal, however, we prefer the Council Mandate.
21a Recital 9a Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
24 Recital 12 Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
26 Recital 14 Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
5 : Denmark does not support inclusion of information on chemicals in articles or information on safer
29 Recital 17 Object ) A . .
alternatives to substances of concern at the time of the Data Platform establishment.
30 Recital 18 Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
31 Recital 19 Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
33 Recital 21 Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
34 Recital 22 Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal, however, we prefer the Council Mandate.
35 Recital 23 Object Denmark cannot accept the word "national" in the EP proposal. Supports Council mandate
36 Recital 24 Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
36a Recital 24a Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal, but prefers the text in recital 24c in the Council
36b Recital 24b Neutral xivie! ! D e Xt : : und
mandate
39 Recital 27 Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal




40 Recital 28 Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal

42 Recital 30 Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal

43 Recital 31 Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal. Denmark prefers to delete "Information on

45 Recital 33 Neutral enforcement should be made public to enhance public trust in the effective implementation of Union
law."

48 Recital 36 Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal. However, Denmark preferer to delete:
"(36a)Ehere are data gaps on the occurrence of hazardous and other harmful chemicals in articles on
the Union market. In order to enhance visibility on the availability of data, and to promote research
and development activities as regards safer alternatives, as well as the uptake of such alternatives,
ECHA should establish and manage a repository of information on chemicals in articles generated or

. submitted under Union acts listed in Annex I. This database should integrate the information required

48a Recital 36a Neutral . R - / .
under Article 9(1)(i) of Directive 2008/98/EC and the web portal under Article 14 of Regulation (EU)
2024/178. In addition, ECHA should also establish and manage a database collecting available
information from Agencies, Member States and business operators on safer alternatives to
substances of concern, as defined in Article 2(27) of Regulation (EU) 2024/1781 as well as substances
that meet the criteria for classification in hazard classes referred to in Article 2(27)(b) of Regulation
(EU) 2024/1781."
Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal.

50 Recital 38 Neutral Den'mark can see the pf)lnt in haw.ng |'dent|'f|'ers. Denmark notes there is alre'ady a sysFem, the CAS
Registry System, for unique chemical identifier. Denmark suggests to use this system instead of
developing a new.

53a Recital 41a Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal

54 Recital 42 Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal

55 Recital 43 Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
Can only support EP's suggests if the following is deleted: "For any risk and warning signal identified

56 Recital 44 Object by the report, the Authorities should consider undertaking regulatory, policy or enforcement actions
and provide justification when they decide not to proceed with any action."

58 Recital 46 Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal

60 Recital 48 Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
Denmark notes that EP introduces new obligations on Member States. Denmark cannot support any
new obligations on Member States.

60a Recital 48a Object ECHA should not initiate regular biomonitoring studies. Regulation of harmful chemicals must be
done before these chemicals can be measured in humans. In addition, it can be difficult to identify the
specific source of the chemicals in humans.

60b Recital 48b Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal

60c Recital 48c Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal

67 Article 1(1) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal

70a Article 1(2), point (ba) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal

77 Article 2, first paragraph, point (2) Neutral Denmark prefers the Council Mandate. The reference to annex Il is not relevant.

85 Article 2, first paragraph, point (10) Neutral

Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal




Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal, but suggest the following amendment:
'research data' means any hazare; HFFEREeeXp and-fate relevant data derived from scientific

89a Article 2, first paragraph, point (11a Neutral ) N A ) i i - X
[T, (9 ke, studies published in peer-reviewed literature that are not carried out specifically to inform regulatory
assessments;

92a Article 2, first paragraph, point (14a) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal. Data voluntarily submitted data should fall

99a Article 3(2), point (ba) Neutral within the scope of this Regulation and be reliable. Denmark proposes data quality is ensured
according to the ECHA guidelines
Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal. Data voluntarily submitted data should fall

99b Article 3(2), point (bb) Neutral within the scope of this Regulation and be reliable. Denmark proposes data quality is ensured
according to the ECHA guidelines
Denmark can see the point in having identifiers. Denmark notes there is already a system, the CAS

104a Article 3(4a) Neutral Registry System, for unique chemical identifier. Denmark suggests to use this system instead of
developing a new.

109a Article 3(5), point (da) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
Denmark does not support inclusion of information on safer alternatives to substances of concern at

109b  |Article 3(5), point (db) Object _ S18 _
the time of the Data Platform establishment

113 Article 3(6) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal

116 Article 3(9) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal

118 Article 3(11) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal

120 Article 4(1) Neutral Pref'elrs tlrl1e text from' t.he Council mandate 'fmd keep the deletion of "by mear?s of an im;?lementing
decision". These decisions are rather technical and does not benefit from an implementing act.

121 Article 4(2) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal

123 Article 4(4) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal

128a Article 4(5), point (da) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal

130 Article 4(5), point (f) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal

132 Article 5(1) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal

133 Article 5(2) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal

134 Article 5(3) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal, however, we prefer the Council Mandate.

136 Article 5(5) Object Denml?rk r'10tes”t'hat EP introduces new obligations clm Member States. Denmark cannot accept the
word "national" in the EP proposal. Supports Council mandate.

Denmark notes that EP introduces new obligations on Member States. Denmark cannot accept the

137 Article 5(6) Object I L ! u w obligati : p
word "national" in the EP proposal. Supports Council mandate.

Denmark notes that EP introduces new obligations on Member States. Denmark cannot support any
new obligations on Member States. Can only support EP's suggests if the following amendments are
made:

138 Article 5(7) Object 71he—€emm+s&re+raﬁd—theA&thefrtfes—aﬂd+ra%ma4—ageﬁeres The Comm'ission a'nd the Agencie? shall
provide the necessary technical cooperation to the ECHA to enable the integration of the chemicals
data provided in accordance with paragraph 2 in the common data platform as well as its publication
through that platform. The ECHA shall provide support to the Autherities-and-national agencies to
facilitate the integration of the chemicals data provided in accordance with paragraph 2.

139 Article 5(8) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal




Denmark notes that EP introduces new obligations on Member States. Denmark cannot support any

L0 AEREE) Obiect new obligations on Member States. Support the Council mandate.
140a Article 5(9a) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
140b Article 5(9b) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal

142 Article 6(1) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal

145 Article 6, 3. Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal

150 Article 6, 3., point 3e Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
150a Article 6(3a), first subparagraph, point (ea) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
150b Article 6(3a), first subparagraph, point (eb) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
150c Article 6(3a), first subparagraph, point (ec) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
150g Article 6(4a) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
150h Article 6(4b) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
150i Article 6(4c) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
150§ Article 6(4d) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
150k Article 6(4e) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal

151 Article 6(5) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
151a  |Article 6(5a) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal

152 Article 6(6) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
152a  |Article 6(6a) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
152b Article 6(6b) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
164a Article 8(4a) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
167a Article 9(1a) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal

168 Article 9(2) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal

169 Article 9(3) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
170a Article 9(4a) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
170b Article 9(4b) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal




170c Article 9(4c) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
173 Article 10(1) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
174 Article 10(1a), first subparagraph Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
174h Article 10(2), point (a) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
174i Article 10(2), point (b) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
174j Article 10(2), point (c) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
174k Article 10(2), point (d) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
1741 Article 10(2), point € Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
174m  |Article 10(2), point (f) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
174n Article 10(2), point (g) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
176 Article 10(3), point (a) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
181a Article 10(3), point (fa) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
182 Article 10(4) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
Denmark does not support inclusion of information on chemicals in articles at the time of the Data
182a Article 10a Object Platform establishment. There is a need to clarify how this information is handled today. For example,
chemical composition in articles can change quite quickly.
Denmark does not support inclusion of information on chemicals in articles at the time of the Data
182b Article 10a(1) Object Platform establishment. There is a need to clarify how this information is handled today. For example,
chemical composition in articles can change quite quickly.
Denmark does not support inclusion of information on chemicals in articles at the time of the Data
Platform establishment. There is a need to clarify how this information is handled today. For example,
chemical composition in articles can change quite quickly.
182c Article 10a(2) Object
Denmark notes that EP introduces new obligations on Member States. Denmark cannot support any
new obligations on Member States.
Denmark does not support inclusion of information on chemicals in articles at the time of the Data
182s Article 10a(3) Object Platform establishment. There is a need to clarify how this information is handled today. For example,
chemical composition in articles can change quite quickly.
Denmark does not support inclusion of information on safer alternatives to substances of concern at
the time of the Data Platform establishment. It is difficult to see how this EP proposal is feasible.
182e Article 10b Object Chemicals of concern are a very broad range of substances and safer alternatives can change
depending on specific use. It is not assessed as technical feasible to introduce this information in the
data base at this point in time.
Denmark does not support inclusion of information on safer alternatives to substances of concern at
the time of the Data Platform establishment. Chemicals of concern are a very broad range of
182f Article 10b(1) Object . . - R v g .
substances and safer alternatives can change depending on specific use. It is not assessed as technical
feasible to introduce this information in the data base at this point in time.
Denmark does not support inclusion of information on safer alternatives to substances of concern at
the time of the Data Platform establishment. Chemicals of concern are a very broad range of
substances and safer alternatives can change depending on specific use. It is not assessed as technical
feasible to introduce this information in the data base at this point in time.
182g  |Article 10b(2) Object [

Denmark notes that EP introduces new obligations on Member States. Denmark cannot support any
new obligations on Member States.




Denmark does not support inclusion of information on safer alternatives to substances of concern at
the time of the Data Platform establishment. Chemicals of concern are a very broad range of

182h Article 10b(3 Object
(3) ) substances and safer alternatives can change depending on specific use. It is not assessed as technical
feasible to introduce this information in the data base at this point in time.
1821 Article 10b(4) Object Denmark does not support inclusion. of information on safer alternatives to substances of concern at
the time of the Data Platform establishment.
185 Article 11(2) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
191 Article 13(1) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal, however, we prefer the Council Mandate.
192 Article 13(2) Obiject Denmar‘k no_tes that EP introduces new obligations on Member States. Denmark cannot support any
new obligations on Member States. Support the Council mandate/COM proposal.
Denmark notes that EP introduces new obligations on Member States. Denmark cannot support any
103 Article 13(3) Object new obligations on Member StaFes. Support thelCounciI mandate/COM proposal. However, if
researchers or research consortia funded by national programmes (art 5, para 6), are already
obligated to sent ECHA data, Denmark can be flexible to the EP proposal.
194 Article 13(4) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
X . Denmark notes that EP introduces new obligations on Member States. Denmark cannot support any
205 Article 14(4) Object o .
new obligations on Member States. Support the Council mandate/COM proposal.
215a Article 14(5), point (ia) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
215b Article 14(5), point (ib) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
218 Article 14(8) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
229 Article 15(5), point (a) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
234 Article 15(8) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
234a Article 15a Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal, but suggest the following amendment:
234b Article 15a(1) Neutral "1. Researchers shéll be able to voluntarily submit publicly available research fiata ?n chemicals
related to an entry in the common data platform. Research data shall be submitted in a format
prescribed by the ECHA."
234c Article 15a(2) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
234d Article 15a(3) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
234e Article 15a(4) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
234f Article 15a(5) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
237 Article 16(1) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
238 Article 16(2) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
239 Article 16(3) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
241 Article 17(1) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal, however, we prefer the Council Mandate.




242 Article 17(2) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal

243a Article 17(3a) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal

246 Article 18(1) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal, however, we prefer the Council Mandate.

2063 Article 18(1a) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal but there is a need to clarify the scope of this
proposal

247 Article 18(2) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal

252 Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (b) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal

253 Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (c) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal

255a Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (ea) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal

255¢ Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (ec) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal

257 Article 19(3) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal

258 Article 19(4) Object Cannot accept the wording proposed by EP. Support Council mandate

258a Article 19(4a) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal

259 Article 19(5) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal, however, we prefer the Council Mandate.

259a Article 19(5a) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal

261 Article 20(1) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal

262 Article 20(2) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal

267 Article 20(4), point (c) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal

270 Article 21(1) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal

270a Article 21(1), point (a) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal

270b Article 21(1), point (b) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal

270¢ Article 21(1), point (c) Object 2::r::v|'vkiss;e:etr:ztnfI;;n&rzim;c;s;;:: involvement of Member States. Denmark cannot support

271 Article 21(2) In favor Support EP suggestions

272 Article 21(3) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal

272a Article 21(3a) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal




Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal. Denmark suggests to merge Council text and EP

274 Article 21(5) Neutral
amendment.

275a Article 21(6a) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
Denmark notes that EP introduces new obligations on Member States. Denmark cannot support any
new obligations on Member States.

275b Article 21(6b) Object ECHA should not initiate regular biomonitoring studies. Regulation of harmful chemicals must be
done before these chemicals can be measured in humans. In addition, it can be difficult to identify the
specific source of the chemicals in humans.
Denmark notes that EP introduces new obligations on Member States. Denmark cannot support any
new obligations on Member States.

275¢ Article 21(6c) Object ECHA should not initiate regular biomonitoring studies. Regulation of harmful chemicals must be
done before these chemicals can be measured in humans. In addition, it can be difficult to identify the
specific source of the chemicals in humans.

279 Article 22(1) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal

279a Article 22(-1), second subparagraph Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal

279 Article 22(-1), second subparagraph, point (a) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal

279c Article 22(-1), second subparagraph, point (b) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal

279d Article 22(-1), third subparagraph Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal

280 Article 22(2) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal, however, we prefer the Council Mandate.

281 Article 22(3) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal

282 Article 22(4) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal, however, we prefer the Council Mandate.

284 Article 22(6) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal

285 Article 22(7) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal

286 Chapter VIl Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal

289 Article 23(2) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal, but prefers the text from the Council mandate.

297a Article 24a Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal

297b Article 24a(1) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal

297c Article 24a(2) Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal

299 Article 25 Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal

303a Article 26a Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal

303b Article 264, first paragraph Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal

303c Article 26a, second paragraph Object Denmark support the Council Mandate's article 26a on medicinal products.

303d Article 264, third paragraph Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal




303e Article 263, fourth paragraph Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
303f Article 264, fifth paragraph Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
303g Article 264, sixth paragraph Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
384a Annex |, point 70a. Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
391 Annex Il, second paragraph Object Denmark support the Council Mandate

393 Annex |l, point 4. Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
394 Annex |l, third paragraph Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
431a Annex lll, point 34a. Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
431b Annex llla Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal
431c Annex llla, paragraph 1 Neutral Denmark can be flexible in relation to EP's proposal




MS Position
Austria -
Belgium In favor
Bulgaria Object
Croatia Neutral
Republic of Cyprus Scrutiny

Czech Republic

Denmark

Estonia

Finland

France

Germany

Greece

Hungary

Ireland

Italy

Latvia

Lithuania

Luxembourg

Malta

Netherlands

Poland

Portugal

Romania

Slovakia

Slovenia

Spain

Sweden

Select delegation




REGULATION establishing a common data platform on chemicals, laying down rules to ensure that the

File data contained in it are findable, accessible, interoperable and reusable and establishing a monitoring
and outlook framework for chemicals (Text with EEA relevance) - 2023/0453(COD)
Member State GERMANY
Row in
table Reference in the text MS position MS comment
Annex Il

13 Recital 1
Specify "different sources". The MS and resp. authorities? Data to be integrated must be reliable and

14 Recital 2 Scrutiny trustworthy.
Making available "all data": data protection must be ensured in particular for personal data.

16 Recital 4

X . Replace "should" with "must". The data platform must required to ensure compliance with data

18 Recital 6 Scrutiny i ) ) "
protection regulations. The same applies to authorities under both EU and German law.

19 Recital 7

20 Recital 8

21 Recital 9

21a Recital 9a

24 Recital 12 In favor support

26 Recital 14 Scrutiny "should" or "must"?

29 Recital 17 Object see comment on Article 10a / Row 182a and on Article 10b / Row 182e

30 Recital 18

31 Recital 19

33 Recital 21 -

34 Recital 22 We understand this amendment as not touching on the ownership rights / data ownership.

35 Recital 23 In favor Generally in agreement

36 Recital 24 It is unclear what exactly is covered by the term "collecting" in this context.

36a Recital 24a In favor Generally in agreement
1.) Conformity with data protection regulations must be ensured before data are made available (in
the respective national projects and programs) - of course, the data platform cannot offer less
protection than the (new) applicable data protection regulations. The relevant regulations should be
carefully reviewed from a legal and data protection perspective.

36b Recital 24b Scrutiny 2.) Numbers 36 and 37 are inconsistent particularly with regard to the use of "personal" and
"anonymised" data. Needs review.
3.) The costs and benefits of transmitting "old" data must be reviewed and weighed against each
other, especially if the data are not available in digital form.
4.) see our comments to article 21(6b) and 21(6c), Row 275b and 275 ¢




It is unclear how the quality of such infomation could be ensured (see our comments on Article 15a,
15a(1) and 15a(3) / Row 234a, 234b and 234d)

39 Recital 27 Scrutiny
We support the addition made in the Council Mandate.

40 Recital 28 Object see comments on Article 15a, 15a(1) and 15a(3) / Row 234a, 234b and 234d

42 Recital 30

43 Recital 31

45 Recital 33

48 Recital 36
No duplicate structures should be created. It is not understandable why ECHA should set up a

48a Recital 36a Object database if the COM is already supposed to create and maintain a web portal in accordance with
Article 14 ESPR or if ECHA has already set up the SCIP database according WFD.

50 Recital 38

53a Recital 41a Object see comments on Article 15a, 15a(1) and 15a(3) / Row 234a, 234b and 234d

54 Recital 42

55 Recital 43

56 Recital 44

58 Recital 46

60 Recital 48

60a Recital 48a Scrutiny see our comments to article 21(6b) and 21(6c), Row 275b and 275 ¢

60b Recital 48b

60c Recital 48c

67 Article 1(1)

70a Article 1(2), point (ba)

77 Article 2, first paragraph, point (2)
see comment on Article 10a / Row 182a and on Article 10b / Row 182e

85 Article 2, first paragraph, point (10) Object Comment'oh |tow 80/ definit?on of hluman biomonitoring data: The definition is genferally agreeable,
however, it is important to differentiate between HBM data for the general population and
occupational HBM. The resp. generated data is hosted by different EU institutions (EEA or ECHA). This
differentiation should be made in the definition and at all other places where it is necessary.
Is HBM data interpreted as research data (exposure)? HBM data are critical to inform policy-makin;

89a Article 2, first paragraph, point (11a) Scrutiny R : P (SXpesLie) “ ! poficy ing
and regulation.

92a Article 2, first paragraph, point (14a)




99a Article 3(2), point (ba)

99b Article 3(2), point (bb) Object see comments on Article 15a, 15a(1) and 15a(3) / Row 234a, 234b and 234d

104a Article 3(4a)

109a Article 3(5), point (da) Object see comment on Article 10a / Row 182a and on Article 10b / Row 182e

109b Article 3(5), point (db) Object see comment on Article 10a / Row 182a and on Article 10b / Row 182e

113 Article 3(6)

116 Article 3(9)

118 Article 3(11)

120 Article 4(1)

121 Article 4(2)

123 Article 4(4)

128a Article 4(5), point (da)

130 Article 4(5), point (f)

132 Article 5(1)

133 Article 5(2)

134 Article 5(3)

136 Article 5(5) We understand that all HBM data constitute personal data.

137 Article 5(6)

138 Article 5(7)

139 Article 5(8)

140 Article 5(9)
What is a "data controller", what is included in this term? For Art. 5 (9a+b): Terminologies such as

140a Article 5(9a) Scrutiny "data controller" or "data processor" must be explained or defined to distinguish them from one
another and to determine which EU agency or (national) authority/ies holds the respective function.

ey Sy | tence may noe t b revsee, s appears somratctony o row HOafAr 5 o

142 Article 6(1)




145

Article 6, 3.

150 Article 6, 3., point € In favor

150a Article 6(3a), first subparagraph, point (ea)

150b Article 6(3a), first subparagraph, point (eb)

150c Article 6(3a), first subparagraph, point (ec)

150g Article 6(4a)

150h Article 6(4b)

150i Article 6(4c)

150§ Article 6(4d)

150k Article 6(4e)

151 Article 6(5)

151a Article 6(5a) Word missing. Para should end with "parties".

152 Article 6(6) See above. Ter'minology ;im'd't.asks/ responsibilities need to be clear. Who will be the data owner? /
what are the rights/ possibilities of data use for the resp. MS?
We understand the addition to apply exclusively to the data platform. However, the regulation does

152a Article 6(6a) - not imply that EU agencies can, for example, determine retention periods at national authorities. In
general, we are of the opinion that aspects of data storage and sovereignty require legal review.

152b Article 6(6b)

Tk ol ol b ncessany 3 e n th eposton a lear ndcationfdstngtont -

167a Article 9(1a)

168 Article 9(2)

169 Article 9(3)

170a Article 9(4a)

170b Article 9(4b)

170c Article 9(4c)

173 Article 10(1)

174 Article 10(1a), first subparagraph




174h Article 10(2), point (a)
174i Article 10(2), point (b)
174j Article 10(2), point (c)
174k Article 10(2), point (d)
1741 Article 10(2), point €
174m  |Article 10(2), point (f)
174n Article 10(2), point (g)
176 Article 10(3), point (a)
181a Article 10(3), point (fa)
182 Article 10(4)
Concerning the addition of information on Chemicals in articles DE has concerns regarding data
availability, practicality and added value. This question is not an inherent property of the substance,
but depends in particular on the specific use of the substance. A validation by ECHA seems not to be
possible and it could create (enormous) additional burden and resource investment, both on
182a Article 10a Object authority side as on industry or stakeholder side. Whether the information could later be used for the
purpose to improve chemical safety also seems questionable.
No duplicate structures should be created. It is not understandable why ECHA should set up a
database if the COM is already supposed to create and maintain a web portal in accordance with
Article 14 ESPR or if ECHA has already set up the SCIP database according WFD.
182b Article 10a(1) Object see comment on Article 10a / Row 182a
182c Article 10a(2) Object see comment on Article 10a / Row 182a
182s Article 10a(3) Object see comment on Article 10a / Row 182a
Concerning the addition of information on alternatives DE has concerns regarding data availability,
practicality and added value. This question is not an inherent property of the substance, but depends
in particular on the specific use of the substance. A validation by ECHA seems not to be possible and it
could create (enormous) additional burden and resource investment, both on authority side as on
182e Article 10b Object industry or stakeholder side. Whether the information could later be used for the purpose to improve
chemical safety also seems questionable.
No duplicate structures should be created. It is not understandable why ECHA should set up a
database if the COM is already supposed to create and maintain a web portal in accordance with
Article 14 ESPR.
182f Article 10b(1) Object see comment on Article 10b / Row 182e
182g Article 10b(2) Object see comment on Article 10b / Row 182e
182h Article 10b(3) Object see comment on Article 10b / Row 182e
182i Article 10b(4) Object see comment on Article 10b / Row 182e
185 Article 11(2)




191 Article 13(1)

192 Article 13(2)

193 Article 13(3)

194 Article 13(4)

205 Article 14(4)

215a Article 14(5), point (ia)

215b Article 14(5), point (ib)

218 Article 14(8)

229 Article 15(5), point (a)

234 Article 15(8)

2343 Article 152 Object aDliiglt;ult)St:(t;ea;:];aitsiz?g)ty and the added value of the uptake of reserach data (see comments on

23ab Article 15a(1) Object Without a validation F)E doubts the added value of such a collection of data. A validation by ECHA
seems not to be possible (see 234d).

234c Article 15a(2) Object see comments on Article 15a, 15a(1) and 15a(3) / Row 234a, 234b and 234d
ECHA is not - and should not become - a research agency. Therefore, validating research data should
whether these resources could be provided and would be well invested.

234e Article 15a(4) Object see comments on Article 15a, 15a(1) and 15a(3) / Row 234a, 234b and 234d

234f Article 15a(5) Object see comments on Article 15a, 15a(1) and 15a(3) / Row 234a, 234b and 234d

237 Article 16(1)

238 Article 16(2)

239 Article 16(3)

241 |Article 17(1)

242 Article 17(2)

243a Article 17(3a)

246 Article 18(1)

246a Article 18(1a)




247 Article 18(2)

252 Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (b)

253 Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (c)

255a Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (ea)

255b Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (eb)

255¢ Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (ec)

257 Article 19(3)

258 Article 19(4)

258a Article 19(4a)

259 Article 19(5)

259a Article 19(5a)

261 Article 20(1)

262 Article 20(2)

267 Article 20(4), point (c)

270 Article 21(1)

270a Article 21(1), point (a)

270b Article 21(1), point (b)

220 AR pEnt(E Scutiny S:enztrjilcafr;enew?rizt{o article 21(6b) and 21(6c¢), Row 275b and 275 ¢
General agreement, whereby it should generally be clarified what the triggers and frequency of

271 Article 21(2) Scrutiny studies should be to ensure the proper planning of complex HBM studies for all parties involved.
see our comments to article 21(6b) and 21(6c), Row 275b and 275 ¢

272 Article 21(3) Scrutiny Explain, how unnessecary duplication of studies can be avoided.

272a Article 21(3a)

274 Article 21(5)

275a Article 21(6a)




An assessment of possible further involvement of ECHA on conduction of Union-wide HBM studies is
not possible because, aside from the frequency, a number of other questions need to be answered,
including the provision of financial and personnel capacities and coordination with the MS. Would the
participation of all MS be mandatory?

275b Article 21(6b) Scrutiny In addition, ECHA is not - and should not become - a research agency. Fulfilling that task would create
(enormous) additional burden for ECHA and first require ECHA to build up the necessary additional
staff. DE questions — while also considering the respective explanations of Commission - whether
these resources could be provided.
What is meant by "any" HBM study? Does this result in an obligation for all MS to participate in the
regular EU-wide HBM studies (Art. 21 (6b))? Or does this proposal extend beyond that? Who provides
the funds to support "any" HBM study, especially if they are to go beyond the cycles mentioned in Art.
21 (6b)?

. . Efforts should be made to seek synergies with national studies, not only for cost reasons.

275c Article 21(6c) Scrutiny L K -
In addition, ECHA is not - and should not become - a research agency. Fulfilling that task would create
(enormous) additional burden for ECHA and first require ECHA to build up the necessary additional
staff. DE questions — while also considering the respective explanations of Commission - whether
these resources could be provided.

279 Article 22(1)

279a Article 22(-1), second subparagraph

279 Article 22(-1), second subparagraph, point (a)

279c Article 22(-1), second subparagraph, point (b)

279d Article 22(-1), third subparagraph

280 Article 22(2)

281 Article 22(3)

282 Article 22(4)

284 Article 22(6)

285 Article 22(7)

286 Chapter VIl

289 Article 23(2)

297a Article 24a

297b Article 24a(1)

297c Article 24a(2)

299 Article 25

303a Article 26a

303b Article 264, first paragraph

303c Article 26a, second paragraph




303d

Article 263, third paragraph

303e Article 26a, fourth paragraph
303f Article 264, fifth paragraph
303g Article 264, sixth paragraph
384a Annex |, point 70a.

391 Annex |l, second paragraph
393 Annex Il, point 4.

394 Annex ll, third paragraph
431a Annex lll, point 34a.

431b Annex llla

431c Annex llla, paragraph 1






















MS Position
Austria -
Belgium In favor
Bulgaria Object
Croatia Neutral
Republic of Cyprus Scrutiny

Czech Republic

Denmark

Estonia

Finland

France

Germany

Greece

Hungary

Ireland

Italy

Latvia

Lithuania

Luxembourg

Malta

Netherlands

Poland

Portugal

Romania

Slovakia

Slovenia

Spain

Sweden

Select delegation




File

REGULATION establishing a common data platform on chemicals, laying down rules to ensure that the

data contained in it are findable, accessible, interoperable and reusable and establishing a monitoring
and outlook framework for chemicals (Text with EEA relevance) - 2023/0453(COD)

Member State IRELAND
Row in
table Reference in the text MS position MS comment
Annex Il

13 Recital 1
IE support the wording in the Council Mandate. In particular, IE consider that rules on the

14 Recital 2 transparency of data should be covered by the legislation which triggered the submission of the
data to the CDP.

16 Recital 4

18 Recital 6
IE support the wording in the Council Mandate.

19 Recital 7 IE note the EP proposal “...chemicals data on occurrence of chemicals submitted by Member
States to Union agencies or the Commission in compliance with their reporting obligations and
enforcement activities . Member States have reporting obligations under various legislation and
IE can support the inclusion of such data in the CDP, the expansion of this to cover enforcement
activities is not supported.

20 Recital 8

21 Recital 9

21a Recital 9a

24 Recital 12

26 Recital 14
IE support the wording in the Council Mandate.

29 Recital 17 As discussed at the Ad Hoc Working Party on One Substance One Assessment on 7 March, IE
consider that the requirement for a database on chemicals in articles is already addressed by the
requirements of the SCIP Database under the Waste Framework Directive.

With respect to the EP proposal for a database on safer alternatives to substances of concern, IE
consider that while in principle such a database would be useful in practice but would be difficult
to implement and thus IE believe it is premature to specify it in this legislation. In addition, it
should not be forgotten that an assessment of the suitability of alternatives has to be undertaken
on a use specific basis and therefore it is also unclear how such a database would work in
practice.

30 Recital 18

31 Recital 19

33 Recital 21
IE note the EP proposal that ECHA should host and be the data provider for workplace

34 Recital 22 monitoring data, including “occupational human biomonitoring data”. Under Irish national OSH

legislation, there is no requirement for companies to submit occupational human biomonitoring
data to an Authority or Competent Authority..

While IE have no objection to ECHA hosting occupational human biomonitoring data provided
they are given the necessary resources. It isn’t clear if such a measure would also necessitate a
change to national legislation to require the national competent authority to collate the data or
whether the intention is that such data, where available, would be submitted directly by
companies to ECHA?

Such a provision would place an administrative burden on companies (and member states if the




are expected to collate the data). In the context of this proposal has an impact analysis being
undertaken?

35

Recital 23

36

Recital 24

36a

Recital 24a

36b

Recital 24b

39

Recital 27

Recital 28

IE support the wording in the Council Mandate.

IE consider that the EP proposal that scientific studies which are not commissioned to support an
lapplication, notification or regulatory dossier do not need to be notified will be difficult to
implement in practice. Studies may be done for research purposes but then ultimately can be used
to support a regulatory dossier. Therefore, IE consider that this issue would be better addressed in
Jguidance.

In addition, IE consider that the EP proposal placing a legal requirement on ECHA to set up a
mechanism to exchange information with authorities in third countries about studies that are
notified or submitted for regulatory purposes outside the EU is outside the remit of an EU
Agency.

42

Recital 30

43

Recital 31

45

Recital 33

IE support the wording in the Council Mandate.

IE note the EP proposal “Information on enforcement should be made public to enhance public
trust in the effective implementation of Union law”. IE do not consider it appropriate to include
data on enforcement actions within the CDP. In addition, it is not clear whether the EP proposal
refers to enforcement of the provision of Article 22 of this draft regulation or enforcement of
chemicals legislation more generally.

In addition such a measure places an additional administrative burden on member states and does
not align with a principle for simplification of EU legislation.

Recital 36

Recital 36a

IE support the Council Mandate to not include the EP proposal.

As discussed at the Ad Hoc Working Party on One Substance One Assessment on 7 March, IE
consider that the requirement for a database on chemicals in articles is already addressed by the
requirements of the SCIP Database under the Waste Framework Directive.

With respect to the EP proposal for a database on safer alternatives to substances of concern, IE
consider that while in principle such a database would be useful in practice but would be difficult
to implement and thus IE believe it is premature to specify it in this legislation. In addition, it
should not be forgotten that an assessment of the suitability of alternatives has to be undertaken
on a use specific basis and therefore it is also unclear how such a database would work in
practice.

Recital 38

In principle, IE see merit in the EP proposal to apply a unique chemical identifier to each
chemical in the CDP, which would facilitate the searchability of data. Such an approach is
already applied by ECHA in the context of REACH registration data, but IE note that ECHA
performs a substance identification check to ensure that chemicals within the ECHA database are
identified correctly. Therefore, it is not clear whether the intention here is to automatically apply
chemical identifiers (for example CAS number) or a process where chemical identifiers are
verified. IE note the latter would significantly add to the workload of ECHA.

With respect to the EP proposal for a chemical notation specifying the molecular structure, IE are
of the view that this may be difficult to implement for all chemicals, in particular those with a
complex composition, e.g. UVCBs (unknown or variable composition, complex reaction
[products) under REACH.

53a

Recital 41a

Recital 42




55

Recital 43

56

Recital 44

IE support the wording in the Council Mandate.

IE note the EP proposal with respect to any risk and warning signal identified in the EEA report
that Authorities should “...provide justification when they decide not to proceed with any
action.”, 1E consider that this requirement in particular would create an additional administrative
burden on authorities.

Recital 46

Recital 48

IE support the wording in the Council Mandate.

IE note the EP proposal with respect to samples of test material that “... ECHA should be given
the necessary sample by the business operator, upon request.” 1E consider that the legal basis for
a business operator to provide a sample to ECHA would need to be clarified. In addition, it may
not always be clear who should provide the sample, for example where there are multiple
business operators or where the chemical under consideration is a breakdown product.

60a

Recital 48a

IE support the Council Mandate to not include the EP proposal.

While IE understand the important information that is harnessed by human biomonitoring, IE
have strong reservations regarding the inclusion of a specific requirement in this legislation and
consider that it would be overly burdensome on both the Agencies and Member States. IE are of
the view that any proposal for an EU wide human biomonitoring programme would be better
addressed in a standalone legislative proposal which could address the specificities associated
with setting up biomonitoring programmes.

In addition, IE consider that the data generation mechanism foreseen in Article 21 in principle
already covers the possibility to commission a human biomonitoring study where deemed
necessary.

60b

Recital 48b

1E support the Council Mandate to not include the EP proposal.
IE do not consider that this regulation which deals specifically with the CDP is the place to
review tasks associated with the use of the data by the EU Agencies.

60c

Recital 48c

67

Article 1(1)

70a

Article 1(2), point (ba)

IE support the Council Mandate to not include the EP proposal.

IE consider that the EP proposal placing a legal requirement on ECHA to set up a mechanism to
exchange information with authorities in third countries about studies that are notified or
submitted for regulatory purposes outside the EU is outside the remit of an EU Agency.

77

Article 2, first paragraph, point (2)

85

Article 2, first paragraph, point (10)

IE support the wording in the Council Mandate.

1E note in particular the EP proposal to include information related to the enforcement of
chemicals. IE do not consider it appropriate to include data on enforcement actions within the
CDP. In addition, it is not clear whether the EP proposal relates to enforcement of all chemical
legislation listed in Annex I to the draft regulation.

In addition such a measure places an additional administrative burden on member states and does
not align with a principle for simplification of EU legislation.

89

Article 2, first paragraph, point (11a)

92a

Article 2, first paragraph, point (14a)

99

Article 3(2), point (ba)

99b

Article 3(2), point (bb)

IE support the Council Mandate to not include the EP proposal.

(While in principle IE see merit in the EP proposal to include academic research data in the CDP,
IE have concerns that without implementation of a quality control mechanism this could lead to
the CDP becoming unmanageable. The implementation of a quality control mechanism would
put an additional significant burden on ECHA which IE do not consider appropriate, especially
Jgiven the broad definition of “research data” proposed by the EP in line 89a.

104a

Article 3(4a)

IE support the Council Mandate to not include the EP proposal.

In principle, IE see merit in the EP proposal to apply a unique chemical identifier to each
chemical in the CDP, which would facilitate the searchability of data. Such an approach is
already applied by ECHA in the context of REACH registration data, but IE note that ECHA




performs a substance identification check to ensure that chemicals within the ECHA database are
identified correctly. Therefore, it is not clear whether the intention here is to automatically apply
chemical identifiers (for example CAS number) or a process where chemical identifiers are
verified. IE note the latter would significantly add to the workload of ECHA.

(With respect to the EP proposal for a chemical notation specifying the molecular structure, IE are
of the view that this may be difficult to implement for all chemicals, in particular those with a
complex composition, ¢.g. UVCBs (unknown or variable composition, complex reaction
products) under REACH.

IE support the Council Mandate to not include the EP proposal.

109a | Article 3(5), point (da) As discussed at the Ad Hoc Working Party on One Substance One Assessment on 7 March, IE
consider that the requirement for a database on chemicals in articles is already addressed by the
requirements of the SCIP Database under the Waste Framework Directive.

IE support the Council Mandate to not include the EP proposal.

109b Article 3(5), point (db) In principle, IE agree that information on safer alternatives to substances of concern would be
useful, in practice this may be difficult to implement and thus it may be premature to specify it in
this legislation. In addition, it should not be forgotten that an assessment of the suitability of
alternatives has to be undertaken on a use specific basis and therefore it is also unclear how such
a database would work in practice.

113 |Article 3(6)

116 Article 3(9)

118 |Article 3(11)

120  |Article 4(1)

121 Article 4(2)

123 |Article 4(4)

128a Article 4(5), point (da)

130 Article 4(5), point (f)

132 Article 5(1)

133 Article 5(2)

IE support the wording in the Council Mandate.

134 Article 5(3) IE note the EP proposal that ECHA should host and be the data provider for workplace
monitoring data, including “occupational human biomonitoring data Under Irish national OSH
legislation, there is no requirement for companies to submit occupational human biomonitoring
data to an Authority or Competent Authority..

While IE have no objection to ECHA hosting occupational human biomonitoring data provided
they are given the necessary resources. It isn’t clear if such a measure would also necessitate a
change to national legislation to require the national competent authority to collate the data or
whether the intention is that such data, where available, would be submitted directly by
companies to ECHA?

Such a provision would place an administrative burden on companies (and member states if the
are expected to collate the data). In the context of this proposal has an impact analysis being
undertaken?

136 |Article 5(5)

137 Article 5(6)




138 |Article 5(7)
139  |Article 5(8)
140 Article 5(9)
140a Article 5(9a)
140b Article 5(9b)
142 |Article 6(1)
145 Article 6, 3.
150 Article 6, 3., point €
150a Article 6(3a), first subparagraph, point (ea)
1E support the Council Mandate to not include the EP proposal.
150b Article 6(3a), first subparagraph, point (eb)
150c Article 6(3a), first subparagraph, point (ec)
150g Article 6(4a)
150h Article 6(4b)
150i Article 6(4c)
150j Article 6(4d)
150k Article 6(4e)
151 Article 6(5)
151a Article 6(5a)
152 Article 6(6)
152a Article 6(6a)
152b Article 6(6b)
164a Article 8(4a)
IE support the Council Mandate to not include the EP proposal.
167a | Article 9(1a) IE consider that the EP proposal placing a legal requirement on ECHA to set up a mechanism to

exchange information with authorities in third countries about studies that are notified or
submitted for regulatory purposes outside the EU is outside the remit of an EU Agency.




168 | Article 9(2)
169  |Article 9(3)
170a Article 9(4a)
170b | Article 9(4b)
170c Article 9(4c)
173 |Article 10(1)
174 Article 10(1a), first subparagraph
174h Article 10(2), point (a)
174i Article 10(2), point (b)
174j Article 10(2), point (c)
174k Article 10(2), point (d)
1741 Article 10(2), point €
174m Article 10(2), point (f)
174n Article 10(2), point (g)
IE support the wording in the Council Mandate.
176 Article 10(3), point (a) The term “substance identity” is already used in chemicals legislation, for example REACH.
181a Article 10(3), point (fa)
182 Article 10(4)
182a Article 10a
1E support the Council Mandate to not include the EP proposal.
182b Article 10a(1) As discussed at the Ad Hoc Working Party on One Substance One Assessment on 7 March, IE
consider that the requirement for a database on chemicals in articles is already addressed by the
requirements of the SCIP Database under the Waste Framework Directive.
182c Article 10a(2)
182s Article 10a(3)
IE support the Council Mandate to not include the EP proposal.
182¢e Article 10b In principle, IE agree that information on safer alternatives to substances of concern would be

useful, in practice this may be difficult to implement and thus it may be premature to specify it in
this legislation. In addition, any assessment of alternatives needs to be done on a use specific
basis and therefore it is unclear how such a database would work in practice.




182f | Article 10b(1)

182g Article 10b(2)

182h | Article 10b(3)

182i  |Article 10b(4)

185 Article 11(2)

191 |Article 13(1)

192 Article 13(2)

193 |Article 13(3)

194  |Article 13(4)

205 Article 14(4)

215a Article 14(5), point (ia)

215b Article 14(5), point (ib)

218 Article 14(8)

229 Article 15(5), point (a)

234 Article 15(8)
1E support the Council Mandate to not include the EP proposal.

234a Article 15a While in principle IE see merit in the EP proposal to include research data in the CDP, that the
quality control mechanism proposed would put an additional burden on ECHA which IE do not
consider appropriate, especially given the broad definition of “research data” proposed by the EP
in line 89a.

234b Article 15a(1)

234c Article 15a(2)

234d Article 15a(3)

234e Article 15a(4)

234f Article 15a(5)

237 Article 16(1)

238 Article 16(2)




239 |Article 16(3)
241 |Article 17(1)
242 |Article 17(2)
243a Article 17(3a)
246 Article 18(1)
246a Article 18(1a)
247 Article 18(2)
252 Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (b)
253 Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (c)
255a Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (ea)
255b Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (eb)
255¢ Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (ec)
257 Article 19(3)
IE support the wording in the Council Mandate.
258 | Article 19(4)
258a Article 19(4a)
259 Article 19(5)
259 Article 19(5a)
261 |Article 20(1)
262 |Article 20(2)
267 Article 20(4), point (c)
270 Article 21(1)
270a Article 21(1), point (a)
270b Article 21(1), point (b)
IE support the Council Mandate to not include the EP proposal.
270c Article 21(1), point (c) While IE understand the important information that is harnessed by human biomonitoring, IE

have strong reservations regarding the inclusion of a specific requirement in this legislation and




consider that it would be overly burdensome on both the Agencies and Member States. IE are of
the view that any proposal for an EU wide human biomonitoring programme would be better
addressed in a standalone legislative proposal which could address the specificities associated
with setting up biomonitoring programmes.

In addition, IE consider that the data generation mechanism foreseen in this article in principle
already covers the possibility to commission a human biomonitoring study where deemed
necessary and therefore IE would prefer not to specify the types of studies in this article.

271 Article 21(2)

272 |Article 21(3)
IE support the Council Mandate to not include the EP proposal.

272a Article 21(3a) IE consider that the legal basis for a business operator to provide a sample to ECHA would need
to be clarified. In addition, it may not always be clear who should provide the sample, for
example where there are multiple business operators or where the chemical under consideration
is a breakdown product.

274 Article 21(5)

275a Article 21(6a)
IE support the Council Mandate to not include the EP proposal.

275b Article 21(6b) While IE understand the important information that is harnessed by human biomonitoring, IE
have strong reservations regarding the inclusion of a specific requirement in this legislation and
consider that it would be overly burdensome on both the Agencies and Member States. IE are of
the view that any proposal for an EU wide human biomonitoring programme would be better
addressed in a standalone legislative proposal which could address the specificities associated
with setting up biomonitoring programmes.
IE support the Council Mandate to not include the EP proposal.

275¢ Article 21(6c) ‘While IE understand the important information that is harnessed by human biomonitoring, IE
have strong reservations regarding the inclusion of a specific requirement in this legislation and
consider that it would be overly burdensome on both the Agencies and Member States. IE are of
the view that any proposal for an EU wide human biomonitoring programme would be better
addressed in a standalone legislative proposal which could address the specificities associated
with setting up biomonitoring programmes.

279 |Article 22(1)

279 Article 22(-1), second subparagraph

279 Article 22(-1), second subparagraph, point (a)
1E support the Council Mandate to not include the EP proposal.

279c | Article 22(-1), second subparagraph, point (b) IE consider that the EP proposal that scientific studies which are not commissioned to support an
application, notification or regulatory dossier do not need to be notified will be difficult to
implement in practice. Studies may be done for research purposes but then ultimately can be used
to support a regulatory dossier. Therefore, IE consider that this issue would be better addressed in
Jguidance.

279d Article 22(-1), third subparagraph

280 Article 22(2)

281 Article 22(3)

282 Article 22(4)

284 | Article 22(6)

285 Article 22(7)




286 Chapter VIII

289 | Article 23(2)

297a Article 24a

297b | Article 24a(1)

297c Article 24a(2)

299 Article 25

303a Article 26a

303b Article 264, first paragraph
303c Article 26a, second paragraph
303d Article 26a, third paragraph
303e Article 26a, fourth paragraph
303f Article 263, fifth paragraph
303g Article 264, sixth paragraph
384a Annex |, point 70a.

391 Annex Il, second paragraph
393 Annex I, point 4.

394 Annex Il, third paragraph
431a Annex lll, point 34a.
431b Annex llla

431c Annex llla, paragraph 1




MS Position
Austria -
Belgium In favor
Bulgaria Object
Croatia Neutral
Republic of Cyprus Scrutiny
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France

Germany
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File DIRECTIVE ¢
Member State
Row in table Annex | | Reference in the text | MS position

GENERAL GENERAL Scrutiny
GENERAL GENERAL Scrutiny
GENERAL GENERAL Scrutiny
GENERAL GENERAL Scrutiny
GENERAL GENERAL Scrutiny
GENERAL GENERAL Scrutiny
GENERAL GENERAL Scrutiny
GENERAL GENERAL Scrutiny
GENERAL GENERAL




1s regards the re-attribution of scientific and technical tasks to the European Chemicals

Select delegation

MS comment

Unnecessary administrative burdens on businesses and ECHA need to be avoided

Appropriate safeguarding of confidential information submitted in the context of this obligation is also
necessary to promote innovation.

We must seek to avoid duplication of processes for obtaining information on substances, the proposed
Data Generation Mechanism should not overlap with existing mechanisms or duplicate existing
processes already established in legislation, such as substance evaluation under REACH. This
mechanism should only be used when there is a clear need for data that cannot be generated with

It is important that these new infrastructures that are created comply with all the safety and
interoperability requirements that are demanded at European level so that they are not limited in

Uncertainty about the adaptation of ECHA to the new tasks proposed by Parliament in the absence of
the proposal for the new founding regulation for ECHA:

The reallocation of scientific and technical tasks will have a significant impact on ECHA, and not only in
terms of budgetary implications and necessary human/administrative resources. A reorganisation of
the Agency's work will be necessary to ensure that its Committees can cope with the increased
workload without compromising the quality and timeliness of its work.

New structures - committees or working groups - and certainly the reinforcement of existing ones are
likely to be needed (the Committee for Risk Assessment is already facing a considerable workload; the
Committee for Socio-Economic Analysis will also be affected by additional tasks). In addition to the
additional budget and staffing, the establishment and organisation of work must be taken into account.
In the absence of clarity, it is impossible to conclude whether the resources proposed will be sufficient.

Without a proposal for a founding regulation from ECHA, it is not clear whether and how the Agency
(including its committees and working groups) will be able to adapt to allow for a smooth and effective
integration of new tasks.

Significant financial resources are required to conduct these studies, and there is a noticeable deficit in
that regard. However, from our perspective, there is no deficit at the national level in terms of the
scientific and technical capacity and expertise necessary to carry them out.
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SPAIN
Row in
table Reference in the text MS position MS comment
Annex Il

13 Recital 1

14 Recital 2 In favor Spain supports the in::lusion "and thereby contribute to ensuring that testing on animals only takes
place as a last resort ".

16 Recital 4

18 Recital 6

19 Recital 7 Object Spain does not support the addition of "and enforcement activities".

20 Recital 8

21 Recital 9

21a Recital 9a

24 Recital 12

26 Recital 14
We have doubts about the added value and the validity of a database on chemicals in articles and we

29 Recital 17 Scrutiny need more clarity about the database on safer alternatives to substances of concern although we
could concurr with the initial purpose

30 Recital 18

31 Recital 19
This platform will hold all the information generated about chemicals, from properties, uses,
exposure, to their regulatory status. However, it is considered that, of all the data generated, those
data evaluated by authorities or agencies should prevail or be more visible.
The platform should be prevented from becoming a data conglomerate that complicates finding
reliable data for regulatory decision-making

33 Recital 21 Scrutiny We are concerned about references to data provided by "other parties," "third parties," etc
We are concerned about the responsibility for validating the data before its inclusion in the common
Data Platform, and we would like to highlight that quality and robust information on the platform are
essential.
We question the addition of Amendment No 15. At the end of the paragraph, reference is made to ‘...

34 Recital 22 Object as well as data on concentrations of chemicals in human matrices such as blood or urine (‘human
biomonitoring data’)’

35 Recital 23

36 Recital 24




36a Recital 24a
We are worried about who will be responsible for the validation and the curation of the data prior to

36b Recital 24b Scrutiny their inclusion in the common Data Platform and would like to stress that quality and robust
information in the platform is critical.

39 Recital 27
On the amendments proposing modification of deadlines, we generally support maintaining the
deadlines that had been agreed in the Council. In particular, to establish the database on the
notification of studies of 24 to 18 months we do not support it because 24 months is the minimum to
be able to launch it
We are concerned about the reduction of deadlines (in particular, for establishing the database on the
notification of studies from 24 to 18 months). We note that 24 months (as proposed by the
Commission) would be the minimum period necessary for the implementation of this obligation, even

40 Recital 28 Scrutiny for the industry, which will not even be able to begin preparations before ECHA does its part by
establishing the practical provisions..
We do not oppose to a mechanism of cooperation with third countries, but always maintaining the
same criteria of confidentiality, relevance and robustness that are being demanded within the EU for
such studies to be valid, for such studies to be carried out under norms or standards recognized in
Europe and to be admitted in the legislative tools mentioned in Annex I.If a mechanism is to be
created for the exchange of studies with third countries, we want to emphasize that it is essential to
ensure the protection of intellectual property rights and confidential business information in the
exchange.

42 Recital 30 Scrutiny

43 Recital 31 Scrutiny
we do not agree in principle with the addition of the end. What information on compliance should be
made public should be qualified because it could compromise the commercial interests of companies.
This has already caused some problems related to requesting information from ECHA on data derived

45 Recital 33 Object from REACH-EN-FORCE inspection projects.
Not in accordance with this inclusion. This database should facilitate compliance, but no information
should be given about compliance.

48 Recital 36 In favor We support. Transparency on animal testing is essential.
This amendment is acceptable if it is limited to substances of higher concern. It is considered that
integrating the information from the SCIP database, derived from Directive 2008/98/EC and the digital
product passport in accordance with Regulation 2024/1781 is appropriate in order to give more
visibility to the substances that raise the most concern in the articles that contain them.

48a Recital 36a Scrutiny
However, extending it to the rest of chemical substances is more complex, taking into account the
difficulties that have been encountered when implementing the SCIP database. On the other hand,
there is little legal basis for requiring the notification of chemicals in articles, which will result in little
information available.

50 Recital 38 In favor All right. The easier the identification of substances, the better

53a Recital 41a

54 Recital 42

55 Recital 43

56 Recital 44

58 Recital 46

60 Recital 48

60a Recital 48a




60b Recital 48b
60c Recital 48c
67 Article 1(1) In favor In favor of avoiding animal testing
We do not oppose to a mechanism of cooperation with third countries, but always maintaining the
same criteria of confidentiality, relevance and robustness that are being demanded within the EU for
such studies to be valid, for such studies to be carried out under norms or standards recognized in
Europe and to be admitted in the legislative tools mentioned in Annex |.
70a Article 1(2), point (ba Scrutin
(2).p (ba) v If a mechanism is to be created for the exchange of studies with third countries, we want to
emphasize that it is essential to ensure the protection of intellectual property rights and confidential
business information in the exchange.
77 Article 2, first paragraph, point (2) Object Annex |l should not be included as it is only for reference values in the Council document.
Regarding and the enforcement thereof ;:
We do not agree. Rationale: We have legal concerns that it may be interpreted that "enforcement"
85 Article 2, first paragraph, point (10) Object referring to ensuring compliance through monitoring, investigations, and the application of sanctions,
could be subject to data or evaluations that are not specific to the legislation that determines and
regulates such monitoring, investigation, and sanction application
89a Article 2, first paragraph, point (11a)
92a Article 2, first paragraph, point (14a)
This platform will hold all the information generated about chemicals, from properties, uses,
exposure, to their regulatory status.
99a Article 3(2), point (ba) Scrutiny However, it is considered that, of all the data generated, those data evaluated by authorities or
agencies should prevail or be more visible. The platform should be prevented from becoming a data
conglomerate that complicates finding reliable data for regulatory decision-making
This platform will hold all the information generated about chemicals, from properties, uses,
exposure, to their regulatory status.
However, it is considered that, of all the data generated, those data evaluated by authorities or
99b Article 3(2), point (bb) Scrutiny agencies should prevail or be more visible. The platform should be prevented from becoming a data
conglomerate that complicates finding reliable data for regulatory decision-making
104a Article 3(4a) In favor All right. The easier the identification of substances, the better
This amendment is acceptable if it is limited to the substances of higher concern. Integrating the
information from the SCIP database, derived from Directive 2008/98/EC and the Digital Product
Passport in accordance with Regulation 2024/1781, is considered to be appropriate in order to give
more visibility to substances of greatest concern in articles containing them.
However, extending it to other chemicals is more complex, taking into account the difficulties that
109a Article 3(5), point (da) Scrutiny N 6 ) K p g L
have been experienced when implementing the SCIP database. On the other hand, there is little legal
basis for requiring the notification of chemicals in articles, which will result in little information being
available.
109b Article 3(5), point (db) In favor
113 Article 3(6)
116 Article 3(9)




118 Article 3(11) Object We prefer to keep ‘without undue delay’ to set the 30-day period

120 Article 4(1)

121 Article 4(2)

123 Article 4(4)
If a mechanism is to be created for the exchange of studies with third countries, we want to

128a Article 4(5), point (da) Scrutiny emphasize that it is essential to ensure the protection of intellectual property rights and confidential
business information in the exchange.

130 Article 4(5), point (f)

132 Article 5(1)

133 Article 5(2)

134 Article 5(3)

136 Article 5(5)

137 Article 5(6) Object We question the need for “national”. It would already be covered by “Union”.

138 Article 5(7)

139 Article 5(8)

140 Article 5(9)

140a Article 5(9a)

140b Article 5(9b)

142 Article 6(1) Object We prefer the wording of the text agreed in the Council “EEA shall cooperate with the ECHA”.

145 Article 6, 3.

150 Article 6, 3., point €

150a Article 6(3a), first subparagraph, point (ea)

150b Article 6(3a), first subparagraph, point (eb)

150c Article 6(3a), first subparagraph, point (ec)

150g Article 6(4a)

150h Article 6(4b)




150i Article 6(4c)

150j Article 6(4d)

150k Article 6(4e)

151 Article 6(5)

151a Article 6(5a)

152 Article 6(6)

152a Article 6(6a)

152b Article 6(6b)

164a Article 8(4a)
We do not oppose to a mechanism of cooperation with third countries, but always maintaining the
same criteria of confidentiality, relevance and robustness that are being demanded within the EU for
such studies to be valid, for such studies to be carried out under norms or standards recognized in
Europe and to be admitted in the legislative tools mentioned in Annex I.

. ) If a mechanism is to be created for the exchange of studies with third countries, we want to

167a Article 9(1a) Scrutiny X L. . . K . ) .
emphasize that it is essential to ensure the protection of intellectual property rights and confidential
business information in the exchange.
However. We have to take into account the regulatory frameworks in which we are working, and not
all third countries have the same legislation
We do not oppose to a mechanism of cooperation with third countries, but always maintaining the

168 Article 9(2) Scrutiny same crite.ria of confiqentiality, releva'nce and robu'stness that are being demanded within the El'J for
such studies to be valid, for such studies to be carried out under norms or standards recognized in
Europe and to be admitted in the legislative tools mentioned in Annex I.

169 Article 9(3) Object we d‘isagree. There are some decisions that are public, so not all study notifications shall not be made
public.

170a  |Article 9(4a)

170b Article 9(4b)

170c  |Article 9(4c)

173 Article 10(1)

174 Article 10(1a), first subparagraph

174h Article 10(2), point (a)

174i Article 10(2), point (b)

174

Article 10(2), point (c)




174k Article 10(2), point (d)
1741 Article 10(2), point €
174m  |Article 10(2), point (f)
174n Article 10(2), point (g)
176 Article 10(3), point (a)
181a Article 10(3), point (fa) In favor
182 Article 10(4)
This amendment is acceptable if it is limited to substances of higher concern. It is considered that
integrating the information from the SCIP database, derived from Directive 2008/98/EC and the digital
product passport in accordance with Regulation 2024/1781 is appropriate in order to give more
visibility to the substances that raise the most concern in the articles that contain them.
182a Article 10a Scrutiny
However, extending it to the rest of chemical substances is more complex, taking into account the
difficulties that have been encountered when implementing the SCIP database. On the other hand,
there is little legal basis for requiring the notification of chemicals in articles, which will result in little
information available.
182b Article 10a(1)
182c Article 10a(2)
182d Article 10a(3)
182e Article 10b Scrutiny
182f Article 10b(1)
182g Article 10b(2)
182h  |Article 10b(3)
182i Article 10b(4)
185 Article 11(2)
191 Article 13(1)
192 Article 13(2) Object We prefer to keep the wording “Commission or Agencies”.
193 Article 13(3) Object We prefer to keep the “Union framework” drafting
194 Article 13(4)
205 Article 14(4) Object We prefer to keep the drafting “Commission and the Agencies”.




215a Article 14(5), point (ia)

215b Article 14(5), point (ib)

218 Article 14(8)

229 Article 15(5), point (a)

234 Article 15(8)

234a Article 15a Neutral Keep in mind that the data must be validated.
234b Article 15a(1)

234c Article 15a(2)

234d Article 15a(3)

234e Article 15a(4)

234f Article 15a(5)

237 Article 16(1)

238 Article 16(2)

239 Article 16(3)

241 Article 17(1) Object We do not agree to include "enforcement”
242 Article 17(2)

243a Article 17(3a)

246 Article 18(1)

246a Article 18(1a)

247  |Article 18(2)

252 Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (b)
253 Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (c)
255a Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (ea)
255b Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (eb)




255¢ Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (ec)

257 Article 19(3)
Regarding, within six months of the presentation of the report, the Authorities shall undertake
regulatory, policy or enforcement actions accordingly or provide justification if they decide not to
proceed with any action related to any of the early warning signals identified by the report,

258 Article 19(4) Object including an assessment of the possible consequences of non-action.:
we disagree. The authorities should consider taking measures, but they should not be obliged to it

258a  |Article 19(4a)

259 Article 19(5)

259a Article 19(5a)

261 Article 20(1)

262 Article 20(2)

267 Article 20(4), point (c)

270 Article 21(1)

270a Article 21(1), point (a) -

270b Article 21(1), point (b) -
A programme on Human Biomonitoring proposed in the legal framework in Article 21 is good news at
European level. The situation would be even better if the legislation included recurrent cycles in the
biomonitoring programme, such as with this amendment.
ECHA may conduct an EU-wide human biomonitoring data sampling survey every 5 years in
cooperation with Member States. The Member States should cooperate with the Agencies to organise

270¢ Article 21(1), point (<) Scrutiny the human F)ic?-monitoring in their respective territories, in terms of planning, coordination, collection
and transmission of samples
There is scientific and technic experience in the EU to carry out this programme although it should be
cosidered whether this is the right legal instrument to impose this obligation and the economic
resources.

271 Article 21(2)

272 Article 21(3) In favor We agree with th? Euro{pe}an Parliament that the :<,cientific studies referr‘ed to in'the Article carried out
by ECHA should give priority to the use of non-animal methods of experimentation.

272a Article 21(3a)

274 Article 21(5)

275a Article 21(6a)
A programme on Human Biomonitoring proposed in the legal framework in Article 21 is good news at
European level. The situation would be even better if the legislation included recurrent cycles in the
biomonitoring programme, such as with this amendment.
ECHA may conduct an EU-wide human biomonitoring data sampling survey every 5 years in
cooperation with Member States. The Member States should cooperate with the Agencies to organise

275b Article 21(6b) Scrutiny the human bio-monitoring in their respective territories, in terms of planning, coordination, collection

and transmission of samples

. There is scientific and technic experience in the EU to carry out this programme although it should
be cosidered whether this is the right legal instrument to impose this obligation and the economic
resources.




A programme on Human Biomonitoring proposed in the legal framework in Article 21 is good news at
European level. The situation would be even better if the legislation included recurrent cycles in the
biomonitoring programme, such as with this amendment.

ECHA may conduct an EU-wide human biomonitoring data sampling survey every 5 years in
cooperation with Member States. The Member States should cooperate with the Agencies to organise

275c¢ Article 21(6c) Scrutiny the human bio-monitoring in their respective territories, in terms of planning, coordination, collection
and transmission of samples
. There is scientific and technic experience in the EU to carry out this programme although it should
be cosidered whether this is the right legal instrument to impose this obligation and the economic
resources.

279 Article 22(1)

279a Article 22(-1), second subparagraph

279b Article 22(-1), second subparagraph, point (a)

279c Article 22(-1), second subparagraph, point (b)

279d Article 22(-1), third subparagraph

280 Article 22(2)

281 Article 22(3)

282 Article 22(4)

284 Article 22(6)

285 Article 22(7)

286 Chapter VIl

289 Article 23(2)

297a Article 24a

297b Article 24a(1)

297c Article 24a(2)

299 Article 25

303a Article 26a
We are worried about who will be responsible for the validation and the curation of the data prior to

303b Article 263, first paragraph Scrutiny their inclusion in the common Data Platform and would like to stress that quality and robust
information in the platform is critical.

303c Article 26a, second paragraph

303d Article 263, third paragraph

303e Article 26a, fourth paragraph

303f Article 263, fifth paragraph




303g

Article 263, sixth paragraph

384a Annex |, point 70a.

391 Annex Il, second paragraph
393 Annex Il, point 4.

394 Annex |l, third paragraph
431a Annex lll, point 34a.

431b Annex llla

431c Annex llla, paragraph 1
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Estonia

Finland

France

Germany
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Ireland

Italy
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REGULATION establishing a common data platform on chemicals, laying down rules to ensure that the

File data contained in it are findable, accessible, interoperable and reusable and establishing a monitoring
and outlook framework for chemicals (Text with EEA relevance) - 2023/0453(COD)
Member State FRANCE
Row in
table Reference in the text MS position MS comment
Annex Il

13 Recital 1

14 Recital 2

16 Recital 4

18 Recital 6

19 Recital 7

20 Recital 8

21 Recital 9

21a Recital 9a

24 Recital 12

26 Recital 14

29 Recital 17

30 Recital 18

31 Recital 19

33 Recital 21

34 Recital 22

35 Recital 23

36 Recital 24

36a Recital 24a

36b Recital 24b

39 Recital 27

40 Recital 28




42 Recital 30
43 Recital 31
45 Recital 33
48 Recital 36
48a Recital 36a
50 Recital 38
53a Recital 41a
54 Recital 42
55 Recital 43
56 Recital 44
58 Recital 46
60 Recital 48
60a Recital 48a
60b Recital 48b
60c Recital 48c
67 Article 1(1)
70a Article 1(2), point (ba)
77 Article 2, first paragraph, point (2)
85 Article 2, first paragraph, point (10)
89a Article 2, first paragraph, point (11a)
92a Article 2, first paragraph, point (14a)
FR IS OL 1N TaVOT UNE Paraments proposar to a0d to tNE pratrorm any agarionar data proviaea ona |
. . . voluntary basis by Member States, national agencies, research institutes or other parties. FR considers
99a Article 3(2), point (ba Object
: (21Jceh(Ea) ! that Agencies should assess whether or not the data provided should be included in the platform to
110110 A0 0B 01021015101 81 €] ST L= 10 (O ML M A1 = o1 LA 01 A R= 1A= o Lo A LA = o Avlelciomo] o
. . . hinsti (o5, F .
99b Article 3(2), point (bb) Object voluntary b.a5|s by Member States, national agencies, resgarc institutes _or other ;_)ames R considers
that Agencies should assess whether or not the data provided should be included in the platform to
b Lt of dote Thi fovead cntionic aleandiiin actiola T afsh i dat
FRis not in favor the Parliament's proposal to introduce a unique chemical identifier. FR considers
1042 |Article 3(4a) Object s notin fav ' LT RSSO TR ical identit '

that the existing identifiers should be used.




FK IS IN TAVOr tne rariiament s proposal 1o ada a aeaicatea service 1or intormaton on cnemicais in
articles to the platform. FR reiterates the importance to ensure the readibility of the information in

109a Article 3(5), point (da In favor
! (Cllech(Ca) particular for consumers and to link this service with the other tools that provide similar information
:’?‘(‘:?)ﬁ‘Sl 77‘.”' a Trere g, DU c ollo 0] dale dite dalive ee
109b Article 3(5), point (db) Scrutiny difficult to cha_rac‘terlse in a general context and raises que_stmrfs about the v_ery broad écope
proposed, which includes all substances of concern as defined in the ecodesign regulation. FR
fioac il flobili, aforcl doio in il " Losi Alea sl " £al :
113 Article 3(6)
116 Article 3(9)
118 Article 3(11)
120 Article 4(1)
121 Article 4(2)
123 Article 4(4)
128a Article 4(5), point (da)
130 Article 4(5), point (f)
132 Article 5(1)
133 Article 5(2)
134 Article 5(3)
136 Article 5(5) FR considers the Parliament's proposal that researchers or research consortia should provide human
biomonitoring data from national programmes interesting.
137 Article 5(6)
FRis not in favor the Parliament's proposal to include Member States authorities and national
138 [Article 5(7) Object ot LTSRS
agencies in the management of the platform's data flows.
139 Article 5(8)
FRis not in favor the Parliament's proposal to include Member States authorities and national
140 Article 5(9) Object Lo P 0
agencies in the management of the platform's data flows.
140a Article 5(9a)
140b Article 5(9b)
142 Article 6(1)
145 Article 6, 3.
150 Article 6, 3., point €
150a Article 6(3a), first subparagraph, point (ea)




150b Article 6(3a), first subparagraph, point (eb)

150c Article 6(3a), first subparagraph, point (ec)

150g Article 6(4a)

150h Article 6(4b)

150i Article 6(4c)

150j Article 6(4d)

151 Article 6(5)

151a Article 6(5a)

152 Article 6(6)

152a Article 6(6a)

152b Article 6(6b)
FR is in favor the Parliament's proposal to include in the repository of reference values any reference

164a Article 8(4a) In favor value generated as part of Union, national or international programmes or research activities and
made available to ECHA in the standard formats.

167a Article 9(1a)

168 Article 9(2)

169 Article 9(3)

170a Article 9(4a)

170b Article 9(4b)

170c Article 9(4c)

173 Article 10(1)

174 Article 10(1a), first subparagraph

174h Article 10(2), point (a)

174i Article 10(2), point (b)

174

Article 10(2), point (c)




174k Article 10(2), point (d)
1741 Article 10(2), point €
174m  |Article 10(2), point (f)
174n Article 10(2), point (g)
176 Article 10(3), point (a)
181a Article 10(3), point (fa)
182 Article 10(4)
TR 1S M 1aVOUT tNE Parmament s proposar t0 a00 @ OC0ICated SeTvICe 10T o maton o cnemeas m. |
182a Article 10a In favor artléles to the platform. FR relter'ates the |mp'ortar'we to ensure the readlblllty.of th'e |.nfo|"mat|on |.n
particular for consumers and to link this service with the other tools that provide similar information
[COID dosal A Dicieal Deadicen )
182b Article 10a(1)
182c Article 10a(2)
182s Article 10a(3)
TR CONSIORTS UNE PaTITament s proposar Meresung, put tie Noton o1 sarter anernauves seems. |
182¢ Article 10b Scrutiny difficult to cha.racj(erlse in a general context and raises que'stlorTs about the v'ery broad fcope
proposed, which includes all substances of concern as defined in the ecodesign regulation. FR
Rt flobilie af crcle dose in sl . Losi Alea sl W) :
182f Article 10b(1)
182g  |Article 10b(2)
182h Article 10b(3)
182i Article 10b(4)
185 Article 11(2)
191 Article 13(1)
FR is not in favor the Parliament's proposal to include Member States authorities and national
192 Article 13(2) Object agencies in the management and the sourcing of the platform's data flows on environmental
sustainability data.
193 Article 13(3)
194 Article 13(4)
FRis not in favor the Parliament's proposal to include Member States authorities and national
205 |Article 14(a) Object s notintav ' e e HEnort '
agencies in the management of the platform's data flows.
215a Article 14(5), point (ia)
215b Article 14(5), point (ib)




218 Article 14(8)
229 Article 15(5), point (a)
234 Article 15(8)
. FR questions the benefit of such a mecanism notably compared to the resources needed to
234a Article 15a . . P .
implement it and considering the ongoing work at JRC.
234b Article 15a(1) FR question_s the benefit of sucha me@nism notably compared to the resources needed to
implement it and considering the ongoing work at JRC.
. FR questions the benefit of such a mecanism notably compared to the resources needed to
234c Article 15a(2) . . P .
implement it and considering the ongoing work at JRC.
234d Article 15a(3) FR question_s the benefit of sucha me@nism notably compared to the resources needed to
implement it and considering the ongoing work at JRC.
X FR questions the benefit of such a mecanism notably compared to the resources needed to
234e Article 15a(4) . . L .
implement it and considering the ongoing work at JRC.
234f Article 15a(5) fR question{s the benefit 01" such a mec@ism notably compared to the resources needed to
implement it and considering the ongoing work at JRC.
237 Article 16(1)
238 Article 16(2)
239 Article 16(3)
241 Article 17(1)
242 Article 17(2)
243a Article 17(3a)
246 Article 18(1)
246a Article 18(1a)
247 Article 18(2)
252 Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (b)
253 Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (c)
255a Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (ea)
255b Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (eb)
255¢ Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (ec)
257 Article 19(3)




258 Article 19(4)
258a Article 19(4a)
259 Article 19(5)
259a Article 19(5a)
261 Article 20(1)
262 Article 20(2)
267 Article 20(4), point (c)
270 Article 21(1)
270a Article 21(1), point (a)
270b Article 21(1), point (b)
270c Article 21(1), point (c)
271 Article 21(2)
272 Article 21(3)
272a Article 21(3a)
274 Article 21(5)
275a Article 21(6a)
TR SUPPOTTS tNE PrIMCIPIE OT CONUUCUNE BIOMONITOTINEG STUOTES at CUTOpean 1ever ana constoers e |
Aiotbho allocatad budaat of 0 i ithin tho £ hafiba das "
275c Article 21(6c)
279 Article 22(1)
279a Article 22(-1), second subparagraph
279 Article 22(-1), second subparagraph, point (a)
279c Article 22(-1), second subparagraph, point (b)
279d Article 22(-1), third subparagraph
280 Article 22(2)




281 Article 22(3)

282 Article 22(4)

284 Article 22(6) - FRis flexible on the deadline for applying the new provisions on notifications of study.
285 Article 22(7)

286 Chapter VIII

289 Article 23(2)

297a Article 24a

297b Article 24a(1)

297c Article 24a(2)

299 Article 25

303a Article 26a

303b Article 263, first paragraph
303c Article 26a, second paragraph
303d Article 264, third paragraph
303e Article 26a, fourth paragraph
303f Article 263, fifth paragraph
303g Article 264, sixth paragraph
384a Annex |, point 70a.

393 Annex ll, point 4.

431a Annex lll, point 34a.

431b Annex llla

431c Annex llla, paragraph 1
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REGULATION establishing a common data platform on chemicals, laying down rules to ensure that the

File data contained in it are findable, accessible, interoperable and reusable and establishing a monitoring
and outlook framework for chemicals (Text with EEA relevance) - 2023/0453(COD)
Member State ITALY
Row in
table Reference in the text MS position MS comment
Annex Il
13 Recital 1 Neutral
14 Recital 2
16 Recital 4
18 Recital 6 In favor
X EP proposal is partially acceptable (the enforcement data like on Reach and CLP seem out the scope
19 Recital 7
of the Platform)
20 Recital 8
21 Recital 9
21a Recital 9a
24 Recital 12
26 Recital 14 In favor
29 Recital 17
30 Recital 18
31 Recital 19 In favor
33 Recital 21 in favor
34 Recital 22
35 Recital 23
36 Recital 24
36a Recital 24a
36b Recital 24b
39 Recital 27
40 Recital 28 Scrutiny




42 Recital 30 Scrutiny
43 Recital 31 Scrutiny
45 Recital 33
48 Recital 36
If ECHA receives opportune resources to be involved in database that integrates SCIP and the data of
digital passport we could agree with EP proposal.
48a Recital 36a -
Concerning the database of safer alternatives, it could be too challenging (doubts on quality and
(CAS, CE, n. index for substances with harmonized classification), other numbers can generate
50 Recital 38 Object confusion.
As regards the molecular structure, this is possible for the "main" substance but sometimes in the
Idafiniti £ bt thao DEACL] logi b l i HH liti
53a Recital 41a
54 Recital 42
55 Recital 43
56 Recital 44
58 Recital 46
60 Recital 48
60a Recital 48a In favor
60b Recital 48b
60c Recital 48c
67 Article 1(1) In favor
70a Article 1(2), point (ba) Scrutiny
77 Article 2, first paragraph, point (2)
85 Article 2, first paragraph, point (10) EP proposal is partially acceptable (the enforcement data like on Reach and CLP seem out the scope
of the Platform)
89a Article 2, first paragraph, point (11a)
92a Article 2, first paragraph, point (14a)
99a Article 3(2), point (ba) In favor
99b Article 3(2), point (bb) In favor
104a Article 3(4a) Object




109a Article 3(5), point (da) Neutral We could support an integrated database (SCIP+EPSR) if ECHA receives adeguate resources.
Interesting but difficult to implement since the information on alternatives is the know-how of
incomplete.

113 Article 3(6)

116 Article 3(9)

118 Article 3(11)

120 Article 4(1)

121 Article 4(2)

123 Article 4(4)

128a Article 4(5), point (da)

130 Article 4(5), point (f)

132 Article 5(1)

133 Article 5(2)

134 Article 5(3)

136 Article 5(5)

137 Article 5(6)

138 Article 5(7)

139 Article 5(8)

140 Article 5(9)

140a Article 5(9a)

140b Article 5(9b)

142 Article 6(1)

145 Article 6, 3.

150 Article 6, 3., point €




150a Article 6(3a), first subparagraph, point (ea)
150b Article 6(3a), first subparagraph, point (eb)
150c Article 6(3a), first subparagraph, point (ec)
150g Article 6(4a)

150h Article 6(4b)

150i Article 6(4c)

150§ Article 6(4d)

150k Article 6(4e)

151 Article 6(5)

151a Article 6(5a)

152 Article 6(6)

152a Article 6(6a)

152b Article 6(6b)

164a Article 8(4a)

167a Article 9(1a) Scrutiny
168 Article 9(2)

169 Article 9(3)

170a Article 9(4a)

170b Article 9(4b)

170c Article 9(4c)

173 Article 10(1)

174 Article 10(1a), first subparagraph

174h Article 10(2), point (a)

174i Article 10(2), point (b)




174j Article 10(2), point (c)
174k Article 10(2), point (d)
1741 Article 10(2), point €
174m  |Article 10(2), point (f)
174n Article 10(2), point (g)
176 Article 10(3), point (a)
181a Article 10(3), point (fa)
182 Article 10(4)
182a Article 10a Neutral
182b Article 10a(1) Neutral
182c Article 10a(2) Neutral
182d Article 10a(3) Neutral
EP proposal appears difficult to be supported because the information on alternatives known to the
182e Article 10b Scrutiny MS/Agencies could be not sufficient to create a database. The know-how in alternatives belongs to
companies, research centres, competitors...
182f Article 10b(1)
182g Article 10b(2)
182h  |Article 10b(3)
182i Article 10b(4)
185 Article 11(2)
191 Article 13(1)
192 Article 13(2)
193 Article 13(3)
194 Article 13(4)
205 Article 14(4)
215a Article 14(5), point (ia)




215b  |Article 14(5), point (ib)

218 Article 14(8)

229 Article 15(5), point (a)

234 Article 15(8)

234a Article 15a

234b Article 15a(1)

234c Article 15a(2)

234d Article 15a(3)

234e Article 15a(4)

234f Article 15a(5)

237 Article 16(1)

238 Article 16(2)

239 Article 16(3)

241 Article 17(1)

242 Article 17(2)

243a Article 17(3a)

246 Article 18(1)

246a Article 18(1a)

247 Article 18(2)

252 Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (b)
253 Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (c)
255a Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (ea)
255b Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (eb) Scrutiny ::/f\:’eci:l:r iﬁ:;z‘:z?sg:sSupne(i?ftiir:nmi’:i:::zzse?;inforcement el beinzicteneticld
255¢ Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (ec)




257 Article 19(3)

258 Article 19(4)

258a Article 19(4a)

259 Article 19(5)

259a Article 19(5a)

261 Article 20(1)

262 Article 20(2)

267 Article 20(4), point (c)

270 Article 21(1) In favor
270a Article 21(1), point (a) In favor
270b Article 21(1), point (b) In favor
270c Article 21(1), point (c) In favor
271 Article 21(2)

272 Article 21(3)

272a Article 21(3a)

274 Article 21(5)

275a Article 21(6a)

275b Article 21(6b)

275c¢ Article 21(6c)

279 Article 22(1)

279a Article 22(-1), second subparagraph

279 Article 22(-1), second subparagraph, point (a)

279c Article 22(-1), second subparagraph, point (b)

279d Article 22(-1), third subparagraph




280 Article 22(2)

281 Article 22(3)

282 Article 22(4)

284 Article 22(6)

285 Article 22(7)

286 Chapter VIl

289 Article 23(2)

297a Article 24a

297b Article 24a(1)

297c Article 24a(2)

299 Article 25

303a Article 26a

303b Article 264, first paragraph
303c Article 26a, second paragraph
303d Article 264, third paragraph
303e |Article 26a, fourth paragraph
303f Article 264, fifth paragraph
303g Article 263, sixth paragraph
384a Annex |, point 70a.

391 Annex I, second paragraph
393 Annex Il, point 4.

394 Annex ll, third paragraph
431a Annex lll, point 34a.

431b

Annex llla




431c

Annex llla, paragraph 1
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Bulgaria Object
Croatia Neutral
Republic of Cyprus Scrutiny
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REGULATION establishing a common data platform on chemicals, laying down rules to ensure that the

File data contained in it are findable, accessible, interoperable and reusable and establishing a monitoring
and outlook framework for chemicals (Text with EEA relevance) - 2023/0453(COD)
Member State REPUBLIC OF CYPRUS
Row in
table Reference in the text MS position MS comment
Annex Il

13 Recital 1

14 Recital 2

16 Recital 4

18 Recital 6

19 Recital 7

20 Recital 8

21 Recital 9

21a Recital 9a

24 Recital 12

26 Recital 14

29 Recital 17

30 Recital 18

31 Recital 19

33 Recital 21

34 Recital 22

35 Recital 23

36 Recital 24

36a Recital 24a

36b Recital 24b

39 Recital 27

40 Recital 28




42 Recital 30

43 Recital 31

45 Recital 33

48 Recital 36

48a Recital 36a

50 Recital 38

53a Recital 41a

54 Recital 42

55 Recital 43

56 Recital 44

58 Recital 46

60 Recital 48

60a Recital 48a

60b Recital 48b

60c Recital 48c

67 Article 1(1)

70a Article 1(2), point (ba)

77 Article 2, first paragraph, point (2)

85 Article 2, first paragraph, point (10)

89a Article 2, first paragraph, point (11a)

92a Article 2, first paragraph, point (14a)

99a Article 3(2), point (ba)

99b Article 3(2), point (bb)

104a Article 3(4a)




109a Article 3(5), point (da)

109b Article 3(5), point (db)

113 Article 3(6)

116 Article 3(9)

118 Article 3(11)

120 Article 4(1)

121 Article 4(2)

123 Article 4(4)

128a Article 4(5), point (da)

130 Article 4(5), point (f)

132 Article 5(1)

133 Article 5(2)

134 Article 5(3)

136 Article 5(5)

137 Article 5(6)

138 Article 5(7)

139 Article 5(8)

140 Article 5(9)

140a Article 5(9a)

140b  |Article 5(9b)

142 Article 6(1)

145 Article 6, 3.

150 Article 6, 3., point €

150a Article 6(3a), first subparagraph, point (ea)




150b Article 6(3a), first subparagraph, point (eb)
150c Article 6(3a), first subparagraph, point (ec)
150g Article 6(4a)

150h Article 6(4b)

150i Article 6(4c)

150j Article 6(4d)

150k Article 6(4e)

151 Article 6(5)

151a Article 6(5a)

152 Article 6(6)

152a Article 6(6a)

152b Article 6(6b)

164a Article 8(4a)

167a Article 9(1a)

168 Article 9(2)

169 Article 9(3)

170a Article 9(4a)

170b Article 9(4b)

170c Article 9(4c)

173 Article 10(1)

174 Article 10(1a), first subparagraph
174h Article 10(2), point (a)

174i Article 10(2), point (b)

174

Article 10(2), point (c)




174k Article 10(2), point (d)
1741 Article 10(2), point €
174m  |Article 10(2), point (f)
174n Article 10(2), point (g)
176 Article 10(3), point (a)
181a Article 10(3), point (fa)
182 Article 10(4)
182a Article 10a
182b Article 10a(1)
182c Article 10a(2)
182s Article 10a(3)
182e Article 10b
182f Article 10b(1)
182g Article 10b(2)
182h Article 10b(3)
182i Article 10b(4)
185 Article 11(2)
191 Article 13(1)
Cyprus disagrees with the suggestion of the EP to involve National Authorities in holding a database
192 Article 13(2) gn environmental sustginability rela.tfzd data. A§ ? general commer}\t,. we c!isagree with anyAextra
involvement of the National Authorities that will increase the administrative burden especially to
small MS like Cyprus.
193 Article 13(3)
194 Article 13(4)
205 Article 14(4)
215a Article 14(5), point (ia)
215b Article 14(5), point (ib)




218 Article 14(8)

229 Article 15(5), point (a)

234 Article 15(8)

234a Article 15a

234b Article 15a(1)

234c Article 15a(2)

234d Article 15a(3)

234e Article 15a(4)

234f Article 15a(5)

237 Article 16(1)

238 Article 16(2)

239 Article 16(3)

241 Article 17(1)

242 Article 17(2)

243a Article 17(3a)

246 Article 18(1)

246a Article 18(1a)

247 Article 18(2)

252 Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (b)
253 Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (c)
255a Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (ea)
255b Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (eb)
255¢ Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (ec)
257 Article 19(3)




258 Article 19(4)

258a Article 19(4a)

259 Article 19(5)

259a Article 19(5a)

261 Article 20(1)

262 Article 20(2)

267 Article 20(4), point (c)

270 Article 21(1)

270a Article 21(1), point (a)

270b Article 21(1), point (b)

270c Article 21(1), point (c)

271 Article 21(2)

272 Article 21(3)

272a Article 21(3a)

274 Article 21(5)

275a Article 21(6a)

275b  |Article 21(6b)

275c Article 21(6c)

279 Article 22(1)

279a Article 22(-1), second subparagraph

279 Article 22(-1), second subparagraph, point (a)

279c Article 22(-1), second subparagraph, point (b)

279d Article 22(-1), third subparagraph

280 Article 22(2)




281 Article 22(3)

282 Article 22(4)

284 Article 22(6)

285 Article 22(7)

286 Chapter VIII

289 Article 23(2)

297a Article 24a

297b Article 24a(1)

297c Article 24a(2)

299 Article 25

303a Article 26a

303b Article 263, first paragraph
303c Article 26a, second paragraph
303d Article 264, third paragraph
303e Article 26a, fourth paragraph
303f Article 263, fifth paragraph
303g Article 264, sixth paragraph
384a Annex |, point 70a.

391 Annex |l, second paragraph
393 Annex Il, point 4.

394 Annex |l, third paragraph
431a Annex lll, point 34a.

431b Annex llla

431c Annex llla, paragraph 1
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REGULATION establishing a common data platform on chemicals, laying down rules to ensure that the

File data contained in it are findable, accessible, interoperable and reusable and establishing a monitoring
and outlook framework for chemicals (Text with EEA relevance) - 2023/0453(COD)
Member State HUNGARY
Row in
table Reference in the text MS position MS commient
Annex Il
13 Recital 1 Neutral
14 Recital 2 Neutral
16 Recital 4 Neutral
18 Recital 6 Neutral
19 Recital 7 Neutral
20 Recital 8 Neutral
21 Recital 9 Neutral
21a Recital 9a Neutral
24 Recital 12 Neutral
26 Recital 14 Neutral
29 Recital 17 Neutral
30 Recital 18 Neutral
31 Recital 19 Neutral
33 Recital 21 Neutral
34 Recital 22 Neutral
35 Recital 23 Neutral
36 Recital 24 Neutral
36a Recital 24a Neutral
36b Recital 24b Neutral
39 Recital 27 Neutral
40 Recital 28 Object In our opinion, cooperation with third countries would impose an unjustified administrative burden

on ECHA. Regarding the studies that shall not be notified see our comment for 279c.




42 Recital 30 Neutral

43 Recital 31 Neutral

45 Recital 33 Neutral

48 Recital 36 Neutral

48a Recital 36a Neutral
Hungary is of the opinion that the use of a CAS or EC number is sufficient to identify a substance

50 Recital 38 Neutral accurately. Therefore the introduction of the proposed unique chemical identifier and chemical
notation is unnecessary and may impose an unjustified administrative burden.

53a Recital 41a Neutral

54 Recital 42 Neutral

55 Recital 43 Neutral
The proposal needs more clarity on the technicalities. It can be assumed that such an event will affect

56 Recital 44 Scrutiny multiple Member States. Which Member States need to take action? A coordinated response would
be more effective and would not impose additional administrative burdens on the Member States.

58 Recital 46 Neutral

60 Recital 48 Neutral
Hungary recognises the importance of human biomonitoring data collection to improve chemical
safety at EU level. However, the question arises as to how the research would be funded. We believe

60a Recital 48a In favor that the cIar'ificaFion of thi§ issue is very importar?t for thel feasibility of the proposal. Furthermore, we
do not consider it appropriate to burden ECHA with additional tasks, so it should be examined where
this task can be carried out efficiently. Relying on existing initativies e.g. PARC would be more
efficient.

60b Recital 48b Neutral

60c Recital 48c Neutral

67 Article 1(1) Neutral

70a Article 1(2), point (ba) Neutral

77 Article 2, first paragraph, point (2) Neutral
Hungary considers that the proposed addition goes beyond the original purpose of the data platform
and has reservations. Furthermore, the question of credibility arises, i.e. Where or from whom would
the information on safer alternatives come from? What would be considered safer? What would be
the ranking of the hazards? Furthermore, without a clear identification of sources, the feasibility of

85 Article 2, first paragraph, point (10) Object the proposal is questionable.
In addition, alternatives are usually use-specific, i.e. they are designed to achieve a desired function in
a different way, which can therefore vary from application to application. For this reason, alternatives
should not necessarily be linked to the substances but to the functions served.

89a Article 2, first paragraph, point (11a) Neutral




92a Article 2, first paragraph, point (14a) Neutral

99a Article 3(2), point (ba) Neutral

99bh Article 3(2), point (bb) Neutral
Hungary is of the opinion that the use of a CAS or EC number is sufficient to identify a substance

104a Article 3(4a) - accurately. The introduction of the proposed unique chemical identifier and chemical notation may
impose an unjustified administrative burden.

109a Article 3(5), point (da) Neutral
Hungary considers that the proposed addition goes beyond the original purpose of the data platform
and has reservations. Furthermore, the question of credibility arises, i.e. Where or from whom would
the information on safer alternatives come from? What would be considered safer? What would be

109b Article 3(5), point (db) Object the ranking of the ha?ards? Furthermore, without a clear identification of sources, the feasibility of
the proposal is questionable.
In addition, alternatives are usually use-specific, i.e. they are designed to achieve a desired function in
a different way, which can therefore vary from application to application. For this reason, alternatives
should not necessarily be linked to the substances but to the functions served.

113 Article 3(6) Neutral

116 Article 3(9) Neutral

118 Article 3(11) Neutral

120 Article 4(1) Neutral

121 Article 4(2) Neutral

123 Article 4(4) Neutral

128a Article 4(5), point (da) Neutral

130 Article 4(5), point (f) Neutral

132 Article 5(1) Neutral

133 Article 5(2) Neutral

134 Article 5(3) Neutral

136 Article 5(5) Neutral

137 Article 5(6) Neutral

138 Article 5(7) Neutral

139 Article 5(8) Neutral

140 Article 5(9) Neutral




140a Article 5(9a) Neutral
140b Article 5(9b) Neutral
142 Article 6(1) Neutral
145 Article 6, 3. Neutral
150 Article 6, 3., point € Neutral
150a Article 6(3a), first subparagraph, point (ea) Neutral
150b Article 6(3a), first subparagraph, point (eb) Neutral
150c Article 6(3a), first subparagraph, point (ec) Neutral
150g Article 6(4a) Neutral
150h Article 6(4b) Neutral
150i Article 6(4c) Neutral
150j Article 6(4d) Neutral
150k Article 6(4e) Neutral
151 Article 6(5) Neutral
151a Article 6(5a) Neutral
152 Article 6(6) Neutral
152a Article 6(6a) Neutral
152b Article 6(6b) Neutral
164a Article 8(4a) Neutral
In our opinion, this would impose an unjustified administrative burden on ECHA. Furthermore, the
167a Article 9(1a) Object feasibility would be questionable, and it would not be effective if an agreement had to be reached
with every relevant third country.
168 Article 9(2) Neutral
169 Article 9(3) Neutral
170a Article 9(4a) Neutral
170b Article 9(4b) Neutral




170c Article 9(4c) Neutral
173 Article 10(1) Neutral
174 Article 10(1a), first subparagraph Neutral
174h Article 10(2), point (a) Neutral
174i Article 10(2), point (b) Neutral
174j Article 10(2), point (c) Neutral
174k Article 10(2), point (d) Neutral
174l Article 10(2), point € Neutral
174m  |Article 10(2), point (f) Neutral
174n Article 10(2), point (g) Neutral
176 Article 10(3), point (a) Neutral
181a Article 10(3), point (fa) Neutral
182 Article 10(4) Neutral
182a Article 10a Neutral
182b Article 10a(1) Neutral
182c Article 10a(2) Neutral
182s Article 10a(3) Neutral
182e Article 10b Neutral
182f Article 10b(1) Neutral
182g  |Article 10b(2) Neutral
182h Article 10b(3) Neutral
182i Article 10b(4) Neutral
185 Article 11(2) Neutral
191 Article 13(1) Neutral




192 Article 13(2) Neutral
193 Article 13(3) Neutral
194 Article 13(4) Neutral
205 Article 14(4) Neutral
215a Article 14(5), point (ia) Neutral
215b Article 14(5), point (ib) Neutral
218 Article 14(8) Neutral
229 Article 15(5), point (a) Neutral
234 Article 15(8) Neutral
234a Article 15a Neutral
234b Article 15a(1) Neutral
234c Article 15a(2) Neutral
234d Article 15a(3) Neutral
234e Article 15a(4) Neutral
234f Article 15a(5) Neutral
237 Article 16(1) Neutral
238 Article 16(2) Neutral
239 Article 16(3) Neutral
241 Article 17(1) Neutral
242 Article 17(2) Neutral
243a Article 17(3a) Neutral
246 Article 18(1) Neutral
246a Article 18(1a) Neutral
247 Article 18(2) Neutral




252 Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (b) Neutral

253 Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (c) Neutral

255a Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (ea) Neutral

255b Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (eb) Neutral

255¢ Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (ec) Neutral

257 Article 19(3) Neutral
It can be assumed that such an event will affect multiple Member States. Which Member States need

258 Article 19(4) Scrutiny to take action? A coordinated response would be more effective and would not impose additional
administrative burdens on the Member States.

258a Article 19(4a) Neutral

259 Article 19(5) Neutral

259a Article 19(5a) Neutral

261 Article 20(1) Neutral

262 Article 20(2) Neutral

267 Article 20(4), point (c) Neutral

270 Article 21(1) Neutral

270a Article 21(1), point (a) Neutral

270b Article 21(1), point (b) Neutral
Hungary recognises the importance of human biomonitoring data collection to improve chemical
safety at EU level. However, the question arises as to how the research would be funded. We believe

. . that the clarification of this issue is very important for the feasibility of the proposal. Furthermore, we

270 Article 21(1 t In f;

c rticle 21(1), point (c) n favor do not consider it appropriate to burden ECHA with additional tasks, so it should be examined where
this task can be carried out efficiently. Relying on existing initativies e.g. PARC would be more
efficient.

271 Article 21(2) Neutral

272 Article 21(3) Neutral

272a Article 21(3a) Object The proposal goes beyond the original purpose of the common data platform and also raises practical
concerns, e.g. storage of the samples.

274 Article 21(5) Neutral

275a Article 21(6a) Neutral

275b Article 21(6b) Neutral




275¢ Article 21(6c) Neutral
279 Article 22(1) Object In our view, the Council's proposal is more precise and covers well the exceptions as well.
279a Article 22(-1), second subparagraph Object
279 Article 22(-1), second subparagraph, point (a) Object
279c Article 22(-1), second subparagraph, point (b) Object
279d Article 22(-1), third subparagraph Neutral
280 Article 22(2) Neutral
281 Article 22(3) Neutral
282 Article 22(4) Neutral
284 Article 22(6) Neutral
285 Article 22(7) Neutral
286 Chapter VIII Neutral
289 Article 23(2) Neutral
297a Article 24a Neutral
297b Article 24a(1) Neutral
297c Article 24a(2) Neutral
299 Article 25 Neutral
303a Article 26a Neutral
303b Article 264, first paragraph Neutral
303c Article 26a, second paragraph Neutral
303d Article 264, third paragraph Neutral
303e Article 263, fourth paragraph Neutral
303f Article 264, fifth paragraph Neutral
303g Article 263, sixth paragraph Neutral




384a Annex |, point 70a. Neutral
391 Annex |l, second paragraph Neutral
393 Annex Il, point 4. Neutral
394 Annex ll, third paragraph Neutral
431a Annex lll, point 34a. Neutral
431b Annex llla Neutral
431c Annex llla, paragraph 1 Neutral
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REGULATION establishing a common data platform on chemicals, laying down rules to ensure that the

File data contained in it are findable, accessible, interoperable and reusable and establishing a monitoring
and outlook framework for chemicals (Text with EEA relevance) - 2023/0453(COD)
Member State AUSTRIA
Row in
table Reference in the text MS position MS comment
Annex Il
13 Recital 1
14 Recital 2
16 Recital 4
18 Recital 6
19 Recital 7
20 Recital 8
21 Recital 9
21a Recital 9a
24 Recital 12
26 Recital 14
29 Recital 17
30 Recital 18
31 Recital 19
33 Recital 21
34 Recital 22
35 Recital 23
36 Recital 24
36a Recital 24a
36b Recital 24b
AT PICTEIS 10 REEP UNE (EXT ITOMT UNE COUTITIT IManuate ana tererore Reep e sentence. rora. |
39 Recital 27 reference value for the carcinogenic effect of a chemical for which no maximum exposure level can be
specified below which no harmful effects on human health are to be expected, the statistical cancer
il intad ith that caf, Lo chonld aleah ifind if cvinilablo? 14 avalicitl "
40 Recital 28




42 Recital 30

43 Recital 31

45 Recital 33

48 Recital 36

48a Recital 36a

50 Recital 38

53a Recital 41a

54 Recital 42

55 Recital 43

56 Recital 44

58 Recital 46

60 Recital 48

60a Recital 48a

60b Recital 48b

60c Recital 48c

67 Article 1(1)

70a Article 1(2), point (ba)

77 Article 2, first paragraph, point (2)

85 Article 2, first paragraph, point (10)

89a Article 2, first paragraph, point (11a)

92a Article 2, first paragraph, point (14a)

99a Article 3(2), point (ba)

99b Article 3(2), point (bb)

104a Article 3(4a)




109a  |Article 3(5), point (da)

109b Article 3(5), point (db)

113 Article 3(6)

116 Article 3(9)

118 Article 3(11)

120 Article 4(1)

121 Article 4(2)

123 Article 4(4)

128a Article 4(5), point (da)

130 Article 4(5), point (f)

132 Article 5(1)

133 Article 5(2)

134 Article 5(3)

136 Article 5(5)

137 Article 5(6)
AT prefers to keep the text as stated in the council mandate. The tasks in connection with the

138 Article 5(7) Common Data Platform are generally seen as lying more with the EC and the EU agencies and less
with national authorities and agencies.

139 Article 5(8)
AT prefers to keep the text as stated in the council mandate. The tasks in connection with the

140 Article 5(9) Common Data Platform are generally seen as lying more with the EC and the EU agencies and less
with national authorities and agencies.

140a Article 5(9a)

140b  |Article 5(9b)

142 Article 6(1)

145 Article 6, 3.

150 Article 6, 3., point €

150a Article 6(3a), first subparagraph, point (ea)




150b Article 6(3a), first subparagraph, point (eb)
150c Article 6(3a), first subparagraph, point (ec)
150g Article 6(4a)

150h Article 6(4b)

150i Article 6(4c)

150j Article 6(4d)

150k Article 6(4e)

151 Article 6(5)

151a Article 6(5a)

152 Article 6(6)

152a Article 6(6a)

152b Article 6(6b)

164a Article 8(4a)

167a Article 9(1a)

168 Article 9(2)

169 Article 9(3)

170a Article 9(4a)

170b Article 9(4b)

170c Article 9(4c)

173 Article 10(1)

174 Article 10(1a), first subparagraph
174h Article 10(2), point (a)

174i Article 10(2), point (b)

174

Article 10(2), point (c)




174k Article 10(2), point (d)
1741 Article 10(2), point €
174m  |Article 10(2), point (f)
174n Article 10(2), point (g)
176 Article 10(3), point (a)
181a Article 10(3), point (fa)
182 Article 10(4)
182a Article 10a
182b Article 10a(1)
182c Article 10a(2)
182s Article 10a(3)
182e Article 10b
182f Article 10b(1)
182g  |Article 10b(2)
182h Article 10b(3)
182i Article 10b(4)
185 Article 11(2)
191 Article 13(1)
AT prefers to keep the text as stated in the council mandate. The tasks in connection with the
192 Article 13(2) Common Data Platform are generally seen as lying more with the EC and the EU agencies and less
with national authorities and agencies.
193 Article 13(3)
194 Article 13(4)
AT prefers to keep the text as stated in the council mandate. The tasks in connection with the
205 Article 14(4) Common Data Platform are generally seen as lying more with the EC and the EU agencies and less
with national authorities and agencies.
215a Article 14(5), point (ia)
215b Article 14(5), point (ib)




218 Article 14(8)

229 Article 15(5), point (a)

234 Article 15(8)

234a Article 15a

234b Article 15a(1)

234c Article 15a(2)

234d Article 15a(3)

234e Article 15a(4)

234f Article 15a(5)

237 Article 16(1)

238 Article 16(2)

239 Article 16(3)

241 Article 17(1)

242 Article 17(2)

243a Article 17(3a)

246 Article 18(1)

246a Article 18(1a)

247 Article 18(2)

252 Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (b)
253 Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (c)
255a Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (ea)
255b Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (eb)
255¢ Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (ec)
257 Article 19(3)




258 Article 19(4)

258a Article 19(4a)

259 Article 19(5)

259a Article 19(5a)

261 Article 20(1)

262 Article 20(2)

267 Article 20(4), point (c)

270 Article 21(1)

270a Article 21(1), point (a)

270b Article 21(1), point (b)

270c Article 21(1), point (c)

271 Article 21(2)

272 Article 21(3)

272a Article 21(3a)

274 Article 21(5)

275a Article 21(6a)

275b  |Article 21(6b)

275c Article 21(6c)

279 Article 22(1)

279a Article 22(-1), second subparagraph

279 Article 22(-1), second subparagraph, point (a)

279c Article 22(-1), second subparagraph, point (b)

279d Article 22(-1), third subparagraph

280 Article 22(2)




281 Article 22(3)

282 Article 22(4)

284 Article 22(6)

285 Article 22(7)

286 Chapter VIII

289 Article 23(2)

297a Article 24a

297b Article 24a(1)

297c Article 24a(2)

299 Article 25

303a Article 26a

303b Article 263, first paragraph
303c Article 26a, second paragraph
303d Article 264, third paragraph
303e Article 26a, fourth paragraph
303f Article 263, fifth paragraph
303g Article 264, sixth paragraph
384a Annex |, point 70a.

391 Annex |l, second paragraph
393 Annex Il, point 4.

394 Annex |l, third paragraph
431a Annex lll, point 34a.

431b Annex llla

431c Annex llla, paragraph 1
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REGULATION establishing a common data platform on chemicals, laying down rules to ensure that the

File data contained in it are findable, accessible, interoperable and reusable and establishing a monitoring
and outlook framework for chemicals (Text with EEA relevance) - 2023/0453(COD)
Member State PORTUGAL
Row in
table Reference in the text MS position MS comment
Annex Il

13 Recital 1

14 Recital 2

16 Recital 4

18 Recital 6

19 Recital 7

20 Recital 8

21 Recital 9

21a Recital 9a

24 Recital 12

26 Recital 14

29 Recital 17

30 Recital 18

31 Recital 19

33 Recital 21

34 Recital 22

35 Recital 23

36 Recital 24

36a Recital 24a

36b Recital 24b

39 Recital 27

40 Recital 28




42 Recital 30
43 Recital 31
45 Recital 33
48 Recital 36
48a Recital 36a In favor We are flexible.
We consider that the proposal concerning the identification of the chemist by means of the UCI and
50 Recital 38 In favor the “chemical notation specifying its molecular structure” is acceptable, although for certain more
complex substances, such as MOCS, further details on the identifier are needed.
53a Recital 41a
54 Recital 42
55 Recital 43 Scrutiny We have concerns about the clarity and the administrative burden related with these proposals.
56 Recital 44 Scrutiny We have concerns about the clarity and the administrative burden related with these proposals.
58 Recital 46
60 Recital 48
60a Recital 48a In favor We are flexible.
60b Recital 48b In favor We are flexible.
60c Recital 48c In favor We are flexible.
67 Article 1(1)
70a Article 1(2), point (ba)
77 Article 2, first paragraph, point (2)
85 Article 2, first paragraph, point (10) Scrutiny Regarding t‘he inclus.ion of the "enforcement" iln the definition of "chemical data", we would like to
have more information on the data flow associated.
89a Article 2, first paragraph, point (11a)
92a Article 2, first paragraph, point (14a)
99a Article 3(2), point (ba) Neutral
99b Article 3(2), point (bb) Neutral
We consider that the proposal concerning the identification of the chemist by means of the UCI and
104a Article 3(4a) In favor the “chemical notation specifying its molecular structure” is acceptable, although for certain more

complex substances, such as MOCS, further details on the identifier are needed.




109a Article 3(5), point (da) In favor We are flexible.
109b Article 3(5), point (db) In favor We are flexible.
113 Article 3(6)

116 Article 3(9)

118 Article 3(11)

120 Article 4(1)

121 Article 4(2)

123 Article 4(4)

128a Article 4(5), point (da)

130 Article 4(5), point (f)

132 Article 5(1)

133 Article 5(2)

134 Article 5(3)

136 Article 5(5)

137 Article 5(6)

138 Article 5(7)

139 Article 5(8)

140 Article 5(9)

140a Article 5(9a)

140b Article 5(9b)

142 Article 6(1)

145 Article 6, 3.

150 Article 6, 3., point €

150a Article 6(3a), first subparagraph, point (ea)




150b Article 6(3a), first subparagraph, point (eb)

150c Article 6(3a), first subparagraph, point (ec)

150g Article 6(4a)

150h Article 6(4b)

150i Article 6(4c)

150j Article 6(4d)

150k Article 6(4e)

151 Article 6(5)

151a Article 6(5a)

152 Article 6(6)

152a Article 6(6a)

152b Article 6(6b)

164a Article 8(4a)

. . We have some concerns whether the additional workload associated with these new provisions will

167a Article 9(1a) Scrutiny
have the correspondent added value.

168 Article 9(2) Scrutiny We have some concerns whether the additional workload associated with these new provisions will
have the correspondent added value.

169 Article 9(3)

170a Article 9(4a) In favor In Olfr opirﬂén the confidenFiéIity'IeveI shall be in accordance with the provisions regarding
confidentiality under the originating Union act.

170b Article 9(4b) In favor In ot{r opir\ign the confident‘iélityAIeveI shall be in accordance with the provisions regarding
confidentiality under the originating Union act.
We agree with the reference that Authorities and national enforcement authorities shall have access
to the data contained in the Database of Study Notifications before those data are integrated in the

170c Article 9(4c) In favor common data platform. We believe, however, that the wording can be improved: we propose to
substitute the segment "authorities and national enforcement authorities" to "...national authorities,
including enforcement authorities...".

173 Article 10(1)

174 Article 10(1a), first subparagraph

174h Article 10(2), point (a)

174i Article 10(2), point (b)

174

Article 10(2), point (c)




174k Article 10(2), point (d)

1741 Article 10(2), point €
174m  |Article 10(2), point (f)

174n Article 10(2), point (g)

176 Article 10(3), point (a)

181a Article 10(3), point (fa)

182 Article 10(4)

182a Article 10a In favor We are flexible.
182b Article 10a(1) In favor We are flexible.
182c Article 10a(2) In favor We are flexible.
182s Article 10a(3) In favor We are flexible.
182e Article 10b In favor We are flexible.
182f Article 10b(1) In favor We are flexible.
182g Article 10b(2) In favor We are flexible.
182h Article 10b(3) In favor We are flexible.
182i Article 10b(4) In favor We are flexible.
185 Article 11(2)

191 Article 13(1)

192 Article 13(2)

193 Article 13(3)

194 Article 13(4)

205 Article 14(4)

215a Article 14(5), point (ia)

215b Article 14(5), point (ib)




218 Article 14(8)
229 Article 15(5), point (a)
We have concerns about the clarity and the administrative burden related with these proposals. We
234 Article 15(8) Scrutiny agree with the COM that some assertiveness that was assured by the initial proposal can be lost when
these new tasks are delegated to ECHA and the other agencies.
We have concerns about the clarity and the administrative burden related with these proposals. We
234a Article 15a Scrutiny agree with the COM that some assertiveness that was assured by the initial proposal can be lost when
these new tasks are delegated to ECHA and the other agencies.
We have concerns about the clarity and the administrative burden related with these proposals. We
234b Article 15a(1) Scrutiny agree with the COM that some assertiveness that was assured by the initial proposal can be lost when
these new tasks are delegated to ECHA and the other agencies.
We have concerns about the clarity and the administrative burden related with these proposals. We
234c Article 15a(2) Scrutiny agree with the COM that some assertiveness that was assured by the initial proposal can be lost when
these new tasks are delegated to ECHA and the other agencies.
We have concerns about the clarity and the administrative burden related with these proposals. We
234d Article 15a(3) Scrutiny agree with the COM that some assertiveness that was assured by the initial proposal can be lost when
these new tasks are delegated to ECHA and the other agencies.
We have concerns about the clarity and the administrative burden related with these proposals. We
234e Article 15a(4) Scrutiny agree with the COM that some assertiveness that was assured by the initial proposal can be lost when
these new tasks are delegated to ECHA and the other agencies.
We have concerns about the clarity and the administrative burden related with these proposals. We
234f Article 15a(5) Scrutiny agree with the COM that some assertiveness that was assured by the initial proposal can be lost when
these new tasks are delegated to ECHA and the other agencies.
237 Article 16(1)
238 Article 16(2)
239 Article 16(3)
241 Article 17(1)
242 Article 17(2)
243a Article 17(3a)
246 Article 18(1)
246a Article 18(1a) Scrutiny We have concerns about the clarity and the administrative burden related with these proposals.
247 Article 18(2)
252 Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (b)
253 Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (c)
255a Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (ea)
255b Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (eb)
255¢ Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (ec)
257 Article 19(3)




258 Article 19(4) Scrutiny We have concerns about the clarity and the administrative burden related with these proposals.

258a Article 19(4a)

259 Article 19(5)

259a Article 19(5a)

261 Article 20(1)

262 Article 20(2)

267 Article 20(4), point (c)

270 Article 21(1)

270a Article 21(1), point (a) In favor We agree with this amendment.

270b Article 21(1), point (b) In favor We agree with this amendment.
This amendment seems to be an added value in view of the importance of the results/conclusions

270c Article 21(1), point (c) In favor human biomonitoring studies carried out in the EU have, for instance when pointing out different
hazardous chemicals, combined exposure and risks in humans.
We are in favour, although we believe that the wording could be more clear. In this sense, we propose

271 Article 21(2) In favor the following amendment: "Member States may request the-€ ission-to-reguest the ECHA to
commission such scientific studies".

272 Article 21(3) In favor We agree with this amendment.

272a Article 21(3a) Neutral

274 Article 21(5) Object We plrefer the Coyn?il Mandate ver'siorT fince elstablishes that the Member States consultation shall
be prior to commissioning those scientific studies.

275a Article 21(6a) In favor We agree with this amendment.

275b Article 21(6b) Neutral Due to the significative impact of this proposal time frequency could be increased to 7 years.

275c Article 21(6c) Neutral

279 Article 22(1) In favor

279a Article 22(-1), second subparagraph In favor We agree with the amendement.

279 Article 22(-1), second subparagraph, point (a) In favor We agree with the amendement.

279c Article 22(-1), second subparagraph, point (b)
“Without delay” is a vague term and therefore it is difficult to understand exactly from which point on
business operators must provide a valid justification. It might also create distortions between MS on

279d Article 22(-1), third subparagraph Scrutiny . I_ P R Y p v - v _I Justiicat " '8 M R '_ , I A W X
the implementation of this provision if some authorities are more “permissive” on the interpretation
of the term “without delay” than the others.

280 Article 22(2) In favor




281 Article 22(3)

282 Article 22(4)

284 Article 22(6)

285 Article 22(7)

286 Chapter VIII

289 Article 23(2)

297a Article 24a

297b Article 24a(1)

297c Article 24a(2)

299 Article 25

303a Article 26a In favor
303b Article 263, first paragraph In favor
303c Article 26a, second paragraph In favor
303d Article 263, third paragraph In favor
303e Article 26a, fourth paragraph In favor
303f Article 264, fifth paragraph In favor
303g Article 264, sixth paragraph In favor
384a Annex |, point 70a.

391 Annex |l, second paragraph In favor We agree with the amendment.
393 Annex Il, point 4.

394 Annex |l, third paragraph

431a Annex lll, point 34a.

431b Annex llla

431c Annex llla, paragraph 1

























MS Position
Austria -
Belgium In favor
Bulgaria Object
Croatia Neutral
Republic of Cyprus Scrutiny

Czech Republic

Denmark

Estonia

Finland

France

Germany

Greece

Hungary

Ireland

Italy

Latvia

Lithuania

Luxembourg

Malta

Netherlands

Poland

Portugal

Romania

Slovakia

Slovenia

Spain

Sweden

Select delegation




File REGULATION establishing a common data platform on chemicals, laying down rules to
ensure that the data contained in it are findable, accessible, interoperable and reusable
and establishing a monitoring and outlook framework for chemicals (Text with EEA
Member State o
Row in MS position RScomment
table Annex Reference in the
n text
13 Recital 1 in favor
14 Recital 2 in favor
16 [Recital 4 neutral
18 [Recital 6 neutral
19 [Recital7 scrutiny More clarity is needed on the way this recital extends
the rol/objective of the CDPC and the possible impact
on MS administrative capacity including enforcement
20 [Recital 8 neutral
21 Recital 9 neutral
21a |Recital9a neutral
24 |[Recital 12 neutral
26 |Recital 14 neutral
29 |[Recital 17 neutral
30 [Recital 18 neutral
31 [Recital 19 neutral
33 [Recital 2t neutral
38 [Recital 22 neutral
35 [Recital 23 neutral
36 |Recital 24 neutral
362 |Recital 242 neutral
36b  |Recital 24b neutral
39 |Recital 27 neutral
20 [Recital 28 neutral
42 [Recital 30 neutral
43 [Recital 31 neutral
a5 [Recital 33 neutral
a8 |Recital 36 neutral
48a Recital 36a neutral
50 |Recital 38 neutral
53a Recital 41a neutral
54 [Recital 42 neutral
S5 [Recital 43 neutral
56 |Recital 44 scrutiny This recital contradicts line 241 which refer to the
implementation and enforcement not policy action by
authorities
58 [Recital 46 neutral
60  |Recital 48 neutral
60a |Recital 48a neutral




606 |Recital 48b neutral
60c  |Recital 48c neutral
67 |Article 1(1) neutral
70a  |Article 1(2), point (ba) neutral
77 Article 2, first paragraph, point (2)  [pneutral
85 Article 2, first paragraph, point (10) [eyitral
89a  |Article 2, first paragraph, point neutral
(11a)
92a Article 2, first paragraph, point neutral
(14a)
99a  |Article 3(2), point (ba) neutral
98b  |[Article 3(2), point (bb) neutral
1042 |Article 3(4a) neutral
109 |Article 3(5), point (da) object Preference to maintain CONS position, because this
extends the workflow on SM,
109b  |Article 3(5), point (db) object Similar to Line 109a.
113 [Article 3(6) in favor
116 |[Article 3(9) neutral
118 |Article 3(11) neutral
120 |Article 4(1) neutral
121 |Artice 4(2) neutral
123 |Article 4(4) neutral
1282 [Article 4(5), point (da) neutral
130 |Article 4(5), point (f) neutral
132 |Article 5(1) neutral
133 [Artice 5(2) neutral
134 |Article 5(3) neutral
136 |[Article 5(5) neutral
137 |Article 5(6) neutral
138 [Article 5(7) neutral
139 |Article 5(g) neutral
140 |[Article 5(9) neutral
1402 |Article 5(9a) neutral
1406 |Article 5(9b) neutral
142 |Article 6(1) neutral
145 Article 6, 3. neutral
150 Article 6, 3., point € neutral
1502 [Article 6(3a), first subparagraph,  |peytral
point (ea)
150b  [Article 6(3a), first subparagraph,  |peytral
point (eb)
150c  |Article 6(3a) first subparagraph, [ peytral
point (ec)
150g  |Article 6(da) neutral
150h |Article 6(4b) neutral
150 |Article 6(4c) neutral
150]  |Article 6(4d) neutral
150k |Article 6(de) neutral
151 |Article 6(5) neutral
151a  |Article 6(5a) neutral
152 |Article 6(6) neutral
1522 |Article 6(6a) neutral
1526 |Article 6(6b) neutral
1642 |Article 8(4a) neutral
167a  |Article 9(1a) in favor
168 |[Article 9(2) neutral
169 |Article 9(3) neutral
170a  |Article 9(da) neutral
1706 |Article 9(4b) neutral
170c  |Article 9(dc) neutral
173 |Article 10(1) object Risk assessment is done by identification at the
substance level not at chemicals level. The CONS
proposal has a stronger legal basis as it uses terminology
established in existing legislation.
The terminological change proposed by the PE might
require additional adjustments in other parts of legal text
or in related acts to ensure coherence.
174 |Article 10(1a), first subparagraph | peytral
17ah  [Article 10(2), point (a) neutral
1741 |Article 10(2), point (b) neutral
174)  [Article 10(2), point (c) neutral
174k |Article 10(2), point (d) neutral
174 Article 10(2), point €

neutral




17am | Article 10(2), point (f) neutral
174n |Article 10(2), point (g) neutral
176 |Article 10(3), point (a) neutral
181a  |Article 10(3), point (fa) neutral
182 |Article 10(4) neutral
1822 |Article 10a neutral
1826 |Article 10a(1) object In line with line 109 a
182c  |Article 10a(2) neutral
1825 |Article 10a(3) neutral
182e  |Article 10b object In line with line 109 a
182f  |Article 10b(1) neutral
182 |Article 106(2) neutral
182h | Article 10b(3) neutral
182 |Article 10b(4) neutral
185 |Article 11(2) neutral
191 |Article 13(1) neutral
192 |Article 13(2) neutral
193 |Article 13(3) neutral
194 |Article 13(4) neutral
205 |Article 14(4) neutral
2152 |Article 14(5), point (ia) neutral
215b  [Article 14(5), point (ib) neutral
218 |Article 14(8) neutral
229 [Article 15(5), point (a) neutral
238 |Article 15(8) neutral
2342 |Article 153 neutral
2346 |Article 15a(1) neutral
234 |Article 15a(2) neutral
234d  |Article 15a(3) neutral
234 |Article 15a(4) neutral
23af |Article 15a(5) neutral
237 |Article 16(1) neutral
238 |Artice 16(2) neutral
239 |Article 16(3) neutral
241 |Artide 17(1) neutral
242 |Article 17(2) neutral
2432 |Article 17(3a) neutral
246 |Article 18(1) neutral
2462 |Article 18(1a) neutral
247 |Article 18(2) neutral
252 [Article 19(2), first subparagraph,  [peutral
point (b)
253 [Article 19(2), first subparagraph,  [peutral
point (c)
2552 |Article 19(2), first subparagraph,  |peutral
point (ea)
255b  |Article 19(2), first subparagraph,  |peutral
point (eb)
255c  |Article 19(2),first subparagraph, [ peytral
point (ec)
257 |Article 193) neutral
258 |Article 19(3) scrutiny Similar to Line 56.
258a | Article 19(4a) in favor
259 |Article 19(5) neutral
2502 |Article 19(5a) neutral
261 Article 20(1) neutral
262 |Article 20(2) neutral
267 Article 20(4), point (c) neutral
270 |Artice 21(1) neutral
270a | Article 21(1), point (a) neutral
270b | Article 21(1), point (b) neutral
270c  |Article 21(1), point (0) neutral
271 |Artide 21(2) neutral
272 |Article 21(3) neutral
2722 |Article 21(3a) neutral
278 |Article 21(5) neutral
2752 |Article 21(6a) neutral
2756 |Article 21(6b) neutral
275 |Article 21(6c) neutral
279 |[Article 22(1) neutral
279  |Article 22(-1), second subparagraph | neyitra]
279b  |Article 22(-1), second subparagraph, | neyitra]
point (a)
279c  [Article 22(-1), second subparagraph, [y eyytra]
point (b)
279d  |Article 22(-1), third subparagraph | eyitral
280 |Article 22(2) neutral
281 |Article 22(3) neutral
282 |Article 22(4) neutral
284 |Article 22(6) neutral
285 |Article 22(7) neutral
286 |Chapter Vill neutral
289 |Article 23(2) neutral
2972 |Aticle 24a neutral
297b | Article 24a(1) neutral
297¢ Article 24a(2)

neutral




299 |Article 25 neutral
3032 |Article 262 neutral
303b  |Article 263, first paragraph neutral
303c | Article 262, second paragraph neutral
303d Article 26a, third paragraph neutral
303e Article 26a, fourth paragraph neutral
303f Article 264, fifth paragraph neutral
303g  |Article 263, sixth paragraph neutral
384 |Annex|, point 70a. neutral
391 Annex Il, second paragraph neutral
393 Annex II, point 4. neutral
394 Annex I third paragraph neutral
431 [Annexll, point 34a. neutral
231b |Annexlila neutral
431c | Annexlila, paragraph 1

neutral




REGULATION establishing a common data platform on chemicals, laying down rules to ensure that the

File data contained in it are findable, accessible, interoperable and reusable and establishing a monitoring
and outlook framework for chemicals (Text with EEA relevance) - 2023/0453(COD)
Member State SLOVENIA
Row in
table Reference in the text MS position MS comment
Annex Il
13 Recital 1 -
14 Recital 2 -
16 Recital 4 -
18 Recital 6 -
19 Recital 7 -
20 Recital 8 -
21 Recital 9 -
21a Recital 9a -
24 Recital 12 -
26 Recital 14 -
29 Recital 17 -
30 Recital 18 -
31 Recital 19 -
33 Recital 21 -
34 Recital 22 -
35 Recital 23 -
36 Recital 24 Neutral
36a Recital 24a Neutral
36b Recital 24b Neutral
39 Recital 27 Neutral
40 Recital 28 Neutral




42 Recital 30 Neutral
43 Recital 31 Neutral
45 Recital 33 Neutral
48 Recital 36 Neutral
48a Recital 36a Neutral
50 Recital 38 Neutral
53a Recital 41a -

54 Recital 42 -

55 Recital 43 -

56 Recital 44 -

58 Recital 46 -

60 Recital 48 -
60a Recital 48a -
60b Recital 48b -
60c Recital 48c -

67 Article 1(1) -
70a Article 1(2), point (ba)

77 Article 2, first paragraph, point (2) -

85 Article 2, first paragraph, point (10) -
89a Article 2, first paragraph, point (11a) -
92a Article 2, first paragraph, point (14a) -
99a Article 3(2), point (ba) -
99b Article 3(2), point (bb) -
104a Article 3(4a) Scrutiny We can support if it is possible to implement. Can be very positive.




109a Article 3(5), point (da) Object
109b Article 3(5), point (db) In favor
113 Article 3(6)
116 Article 3(9)
118 Article 3(11) Neutral Sl prefers Cuncil General aprroach.
120 Article 4(1)
121 Article 4(2)
123 Article 4(4)
128a Article 4(5), point (da)
130 Article 4(5), point (f)
132 Article 5(1) - EP amendment and Council General approach - there is no diference.
133 Article 5(2)
STIOT POSSTOTE. ereare a 1ot or oata o UCtupana TTman DIoTonNIto| gnata
| Obloct e Toa atodelosy s not deine. 1 1 ot defre when sum e 0 b ke How you
P i ) n ilooi dobedo COLIAD Canal I ool
136 Article 5(5) In favor
137 Article 5(6) Scrutiny
138 Article 5(7) In favor It is reasonable and possible to implement.
139 Article 5(8) -
140 Article 5(9) Neutral
140a Article 5(9a) In favor
140b Article 5(9b) In favor
142 Article 6(1) In favor
145 Article 6, 3.
150 Article 6, 3., point €
150a Article 6(3a), first subparagraph, point (ea)




150b Article 6(3a), first subparagraph, point (eb)

150c Article 6(3a), first subparagraph, point (ec)

150g Article 6(4a) In favor
150h Article 6(4b) Neutral
150i Article 6(4c) - We do not see the difference Council General Approach vs EP amendment
150j Article 6(4d) -
150k Article 6(4e) In favor
151 Article 6(5) In favor
151a Article 6(5a)

152 Article 6(6)

152a Article 6(6a)

152b Article 6(6b)

164a Article 8(4a) Neutral
167a Article 9(1a)

168 Article 9(2)

169 Article 9(3)

170a Article 9(4a)

170b Article 9(4b)

170c Article 9(4c)

173 Article 10(1)

174 Article 10(1a), first subparagraph

174h Article 10(2), point (a)

174i Article 10(2), point (b)

174

Article 10(2), point (c)




174k Article 10(2), point (d)
1741 Article 10(2), point €
174m  |Article 10(2), point (f)
174n Article 10(2), point (g)
176 Article 10(3), point (a)
181a Article 10(3), point (fa)
182 Article 10(4)
182a Article 10a
182b Article 10a(1)
182c Article 10a(2)
182s Article 10a(3)
182e Article 10b
182f Article 10b(1)
182g Article 10b(2)
182h Article 10b(3)
182i Article 10b(4)
185 Article 11(2)
191 Article 13(1)
192 Article 13(2)
193 Article 13(3)
194 Article 13(4)
205 Article 14(4)
215a Article 14(5), point (ia)
215b Article 14(5), point (ib)




218 Article 14(8)

229 Article 15(5), point (a)

234 Article 15(8)

234a Article 15a In favor
234b Article 15a(1) In favor
234c Article 15a(2) In favor
234d Article 15a(3) In favor
234e Article 15a(4) In favor
234f Article 15a(5) In favor
237 Article 16(1)

238 Article 16(2)

239 Article 16(3)

241 Article 17(1)

242 Article 17(2)

243a Article 17(3a)

246 Article 18(1) In favor
246a Article 18(1a) In favor
247 Article 18(2) In favor
252 Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (b) In favor
253 Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (c) In favor
255a Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (ea)

255b Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (eb)

255¢ Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (ec)

257 Article 19(3)




258 Article 19(4)

258a Article 19(4a)

259 Article 19(5)

259a Article 19(5a)

261 Article 20(1)

262 Article 20(2)

267 Article 20(4), point (c)

270 Article 21(1)

270a Article 21(1), point (a)

270b Article 21(1), point (b)

270c Article 21(1), point (c)

271 Article 21(2)

272 Article 21(3)

272a Article 21(3a)

274 Article 21(5)

275a Article 21(6a)

275b  |Article 21(6b)

275c Article 21(6c)

279 Article 22(1)

279a Article 22(-1), second subparagraph

279 Article 22(-1), second subparagraph, point (a)

279c Article 22(-1), second subparagraph, point (b)

279d Article 22(-1), third subparagraph

280 Article 22(2)




281 Article 22(3)

282 Article 22(4)

284 Article 22(6) Neutral 18 moths is a short period. We would stil prefer 24 months and not 18 as proposed by 24.
285 Article 22(7) In favor Reasonable proposal.
286 Chapter VIII

289 Article 23(2)

297a Article 24a

297b Article 24a(1)

297c Article 24a(2)

299 Article 25

303a Article 26a

303b Article 263, first paragraph In favor
303c Article 26a, second paragraph

303d Article 264, third paragraph

303e Article 26a, fourth paragraph

303f Article 263, fifth paragraph

303g Article 264, sixth paragraph

384a Annex |, point 70a.

391 Annex |l, second paragraph

393 Annex Il, point 4.

394 Annex |l, third paragraph

431a Annex lll, point 34a.

431b Annex llla

431c Annex llla, paragraph 1
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REGULATION establishing a common data platform on chemicals, laying down rules to ensure that the

File data contained in it are findable, accessible, interoperable and reusable and establishing a monitoring
and outlook framework for chemicals (Text with EEA relevance) - 2023/0453(COD)
Member State SLOVAKIA
Row in
table Reference in the text MS position MS comment
Annex Il
13 Recital 1
14 Recital 2 Object We consider the Council proposal appropriate
16 Recital 4
18 Recital 6
19 Recital 7
20 Recital 8
21 Recital 9
21a Recital 9a
24 Recital 12
26 Recital 14
VW€ SUPPOTT COUNCIT Manoate. Ve 00 NOT SUPPOTTIMCIUSION O d 0atapase On CNemicars m arucesas |
5 . well as a database on safer alternatives to substances of concern. In the context of ambitious
29 Recital 17 Object
proposals for expanding the platform we should find balalnce approach between the significant
e eeiic acalliol b iba il oo Ldos ilic,
30 Recital 18
31 Recital 19
33 Recital 21
34 Recital 22
35 Recital 23
36 Recital 24
36a Recital 24a
36b Recital 24b
39 Recital 27
40 Recital 28




42 Recital 30
43 Recital 31
45 Recital 33
48 Recital 36
48a Recital 36a
50 Recital 38 Object We support Council mandate. Current chemical idnetifier by CAS, EC-...we consider sufficient
53a Recital 41a
54 Recital 42
55 Recital 43
56 Recital 44
58 Recital 46
60 Recital 48
60a Recital 48a
60b Recital 48b
60c Recital 48c
67 Article 1(1)
70a Article 1(2), point (ba)
77 Article 2, first paragraph, point (2)
85 Article 2, first paragraph, point (10)
89a Article 2, first paragraph, point (11a) Object We support Council mandate that we concider appropritae as definition of chemical data
92a Article 2, first paragraph, point (14a)
99a Article 3(2), point (ba)
99b Article 3(2), point (bb)
104a Article 3(4a)




Vve support Louncii manaate. vve ao not support inciusion OT @ aatapase on cnemicais In artciesas
well as a database on safer alternatives to substances of concern. In the context of ambitious

HEH G ) el (st Object proposals for expanding the platform we should find balalnce approach between the significant
e eoiie cciabliol A\ S eodin fclos ilic,

109b Article 3(5), point (db) Object See comment above.

113 Article 3(6)

116 Article 3(9)

118 Article 3(11)

120 Article 4(1)

121 Article 4(2)

123 Article 4(4)

128a Article 4(5), point (da)

130 Article 4(5), point (f)

132 Article 5(1)

133 Article 5(2)

136 Article 5(5)

137 Article 5(6)

138 Article 5(7)

139 Article 5(8)

140 Article 5(9)

140a Article 5(9a)

140b Article 5(9b)

v | Oblect | praposl.Cuentproistanson blamontoringdara cllected b B we cosdor sfficent

145 Article 6, 3.

150 Article 6, 3., point €

150a Article 6(3a), first subparagraph, point (ea)




150b Article 6(3a), first subparagraph, point (eb)
150c Article 6(3a), first subparagraph, point (ec)
150g Article 6(4a)

150h Article 6(4b)

150i Article 6(4c)

150j Article 6(4d)

150k Article 6(4e)

151 Article 6(5)

151a Article 6(5a)

152 Article 6(6)

152a Article 6(6a)

152b Article 6(6b)

164a Article 8(4a)

167a Article 9(1a)

168 Article 9(2)

169 Article 9(3)

170a Article 9(4a)

170b Article 9(4b)

170c Article 9(4c)

173 Article 10(1)

174 Article 10(1a), first subparagraph
174h Article 10(2), point (a)

174i Article 10(2), point (b)

174

Article 10(2), point (c)




174k Article 10(2), point (d)
1741 Article 10(2), point €
174m  |Article 10(2), point (f)
174n Article 10(2), point (g)
176 Article 10(3), point (a)
181a Article 10(3), point (fa)
182 Article 10(4)
182a Article 10a
182b Article 10a(1)
182c Article 10a(2)
182s Article 10a(3)
182e Article 10b
182f Article 10b(1)
182g Article 10b(2)
182h Article 10b(3)
182i Article 10b(4)
185 Article 11(2)
191 Article 13(1)
192 Article 13(2)
193 Article 13(3)
194 Article 13(4)
205 Article 14(4)
215a Article 14(5), point (ia)
215b Article 14(5), point (ib)




218 Article 14(8)

229 Article 15(5), point (a)

234 Article 15(8)

234a Article 15a

234b Article 15a(1)

234c Article 15a(2)

234d Article 15a(3)

234e Article 15a(4)

234f Article 15a(5)

237 Article 16(1)

238 Article 16(2)

239 Article 16(3)

241 Article 17(1)

242 Article 17(2)

243a Article 17(3a)

246 Article 18(1)

246a Article 18(1a)

247 Article 18(2)

252 Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (b)
253 Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (c)
255a Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (ea)
255b Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (eb)
255¢ Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (ec)
257 Article 19(3)




258 Article 19(4)

258a Article 19(4a)

259 Article 19(5)

259a Article 19(5a)

261 Article 20(1)

262 Article 20(2)

267 Article 20(4), point (c)

270 Article 21(1)

270a Article 21(1), point (a)

270b Article 21(1), point (b)
We suport Council mandate; we should stay realistic and consider finanncial aspects of any new

270c Article 21(1), point (c) Object provisions on biomonitoring data collected by ECHA in cooperation with MS CAs; we consider them
to be very ambitious and too demanding and burdening especially for MS CAs as well as for ECHA.

271 Article 21(2)

272 Article 21(3)

272a Article 21(3a)

274 Article 21(5)

275a Article 21(6a)

275b Article 21(6b)

275c Article 21(6c)

279 Article 22(1)

279a Article 22(-1), second subparagraph

279 Article 22(-1), second subparagraph, point (a)

279c Article 22(-1), second subparagraph, point (b)

279d Article 22(-1), third subparagraph

280 Article 22(2)




281 Article 22(3)

282 Article 22(4)

284 Article 22(6)

285 Article 22(7)

286 Chapter VIII

289 Article 23(2)

297a Article 24a

297b Article 24a(1)

297c Article 24a(2)

299 Article 25

303a Article 26a

303b Article 263, first paragraph
303c Article 26a, second paragraph
303d Article 264, third paragraph
303e Article 26a, fourth paragraph
303f Article 263, fifth paragraph
303g Article 264, sixth paragraph
384a Annex |, point 70a.

391 Annex |l, second paragraph
393 Annex Il, point 4.

394 Annex |l, third paragraph
431a Annex lll, point 34a.

431b Annex llla

431c Annex llla, paragraph 1
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REGULATION establishing a common data platform on chemicals, laying down rules to ensure that the

File data contained in it are findable, accessible, interoperable and reusable and establishing a monitoring
and outlook framework for chemicals (Text with EEA relevance) - 2023/0453(COD)
Member State SWEDEN
Row in
table Reference in the text MS position MS comment
Annex Il

13 Recital 1 In favor
Flexible, hesitation about "cost-effective" and "result in a reduction of the administrative burden" -

14 Recital 2 Neutral how measure this? Council mandate: "with a view to reducing..." Flexible on text about
"transparency", testing on animals and development of bio-tools etc.

16 Recital 4 In favor

18 Recital 6 Neutral

. The addition “but not be limited to,” is relevant considering that certain research data should also be

19 Recital 7 In favor )
submitted.

20 Recital 8 Object Stick to the Council mandate.

21 Recital 9 Object Stick to the Council mandate.

21a Recital 9a Object Stick to the Council mandate.

24 Recital 12 Neutral

26 Recital 14 Object Clarification on the exact meaning and purpose of this amendment.

. In principle in favor. Needs further evaluation of how best to include information on chemicals in

29 Recital 17 In favor X . X L
articles and alternatives to substances of concern. Therefore proposes a review clause on this issue.

30 Recital 18 Neutral

31 Recital 19 Neutral

33 Recital 21 Neutral

34 Recital 22 In favor

35 Recital 23 In favor

36 Recital 24 Neutral

36a Recital 24a - Same as the Council mandate?

36b Recital 24b - Same as the Council mandate?

39 Recital 27 Object Stick to the Council mandate.

40 Recital 28 Neutral




42 Recital 30 Object Stick to the Council mandate.
43 Recital 31 Neutral
45 Recital 33 Neutral
48 Recital 36 In favor
482 Recital 36a In favor In [.:Jrinciple in favour. Needs further evaluation of how best to include inforrTmation on chemi_ca.ls in
articles and alternatives to substances of concern. Therefore proposes a review clause on this issue.
50 Recital 38 Neutral
53a Recital 41a Neutral
54 Recital 42 Neutral
55 Recital 43 Neutral
56 Recital 44 Neutral
58 Recital 46 In favor
60 Recitall48 In favor Can sluFJport adding "groups of chemicals" and whenever possible use non-animal testing. Neutral on
obtaining "sample of a substance".
60a Recital 48a In favor
60b Recital 48b Neutral
60c Recital 48c Object
67 Article 1(1) In favor
70a Article 1(2), point (ba) Neutral
77 Article 2, first paragraph, point (2) Neutral
5ottt s 1 ier [Tl st s st o ettt et n et
89a Article 2, first paragraph, point (11a) In favor
92a Article 2, first paragraph, point (14a) Neutral
99a Article 3(2), point (ba) Neutral
99b Article 3(2), point (bb) Neutral
104a Article 3(4a) Neutral




In principle in favour. Needs further evaluation of how best to include information on chemicals in

1008 GiUce CRpolnt(Ca) Infer articles and alternatives to substances of concern. Therefore proposes a review clause on this issue.
mimer [ ot Mo i oo ot e oo s
113 Article 3(6) Neutral
116 Article 3(9) Neutral
118 Article 3(11) Neutral
120 Article 4(1) Neutral
121 Article 4(2) Neutral
123 Article 4(4) Neutral
128a Article 4(5), point (da) Neutral
130 Article 4(5), point (f) Neutral
132 Article 5(1) Neutral
133 Article 5(2) Neutral
134 Article 5(3) In favor
136 Article 5(5) In favor
137 Article 5(6) In favor
138 Article 5(7) In favor
139 Article 5(8) Neutral
140 Article 5(9) Neutral
140a Article 5(9a) Neutral
140b Article 5(9b) Neutral
142 Article 6(1) In favor
145 Article 6, 3. Neutral
150 Article 6, 3., point € In favor
150a Article 6(3a), first subparagraph, point (ea) In favor




150b Article 6(3a), first subparagraph, point (eb) Neutral
150c Article 6(3a), first subparagraph, point (ec) Neutral
150g Article 6(4a) Neutral
150h Article 6(4b) Neutral
150i Article 6(4c) Neutral
150j Article 6(4d) Neutral
150k Article 6(4e) Neutral
151 Article 6(5) Neutral
151a Article 6(5a) Neutral
152 Article 6(6) Neutral
152a Article 6(6a) Neutral
152b Article 6(6b) Neutral
164a Article 8(4a) Neutral
167a  |Article 9(1a) Neutral
168 Article 9(2) Neutral
169 Article 9(3) Object Stick to Council mandate
170a Article 9(4a) Object Stick to Council mandate
170b  |Article 9(4b) Object Stick to Council mandate
170c Article 9(4c) Neutral
173 Article 10(1) Neutral
174 Article 10(1a), first subparagraph Neutral
174h Article 10(2), point (a) Neutral
174i Article 10(2), point (b) Neutral
174j Article 10(2), point (c) Neutral




174k Article 10(2), point (d) Neutral
1741 Article 10(2), point € Neutral
174m  |Article 10(2), point (f) Neutral
174n Article 10(2), point (g) Neutral
176 Article 10(3), point (a) Neutral
181a Article 10(3), point (fa) In favor
182 Article 10(4) In favor
X In principle in favour. Needs further evaluation of how best to include information on chemicals in
182a Article 10a In favor X . . .
articles and alternatives to substances of concern. Therefore proposes a review clause on this issue.
In principle in favour. However, we are concerned about implementation and would suggest that it
182b Article 10a(1) In favor might be better for this to be initiated after the review mentioned in row 303b in order to establish an
appropriate plan and with realistic timeframes.
. ; Reservation on this section that addresses the transfer of information and that might relate to
182c Article 10a(2) Object . - .
confidentiality and the protection of data.
182s Article 10a(3) In favor In principle in favour.
However, we are concerned about implementation and would suggest that it might be better for this
182e Article 10b In favor to be initiated after the review mentioned in row 303b in order to establish an appropriate plan and
with realistic timeframes.
182f Article 10b(1) In favor Resc-z{rvatitjmlon this section tha.t addresses the transfer of information and that might relate to
confidentiality and the protection of data.
Reservation on this section that addresses the transfer of information and that might relate to
182g Article 10b(2) Object ) L N =
confidentiality and the protection of data.
182h Article 10b(3) In favor In principle in favour.
182 Article 10b(4) In favor In principle in favour. Needs further evaluation of how best to inslu.de information on alternatives to
substances of concern. Therefore proposes a review clause on this issue.
185 Article 11(2) Neutral
191 Article 13(1) Neutral
192 Article 13(2) Neutral
193 Article 13(3) Neutral
194 Article 13(4) Neutral
205 Article 14(4) Neutral
215a Article 14(5), point (ia) Neutral
215b Article 14(5), point (ib) Neutral




218 Article 14(8) Neutral

229 Article 15(5), point (a) Neutral

234 Article 15(8) Neutral

234a Article 15a Neutral

234b Article 15a(1) Neutral

234c Article 15a(2) Neutral

234d Article 15a(3) Neutral

234e Article 15a(4) Neutral

234f Article 15a(5) Neutral

237 Article 16(1) Neutral

238 Article 16(2) Neutral

239 Article 16(3) Object Stick to Council mandate

241 Article 17(1) Neutral

242 Article 17(2) Neutral

243a Article 17(3a) Object Clarification on the exact meaning and purpose of this amendment.
246 Article 18(1) - EP supports Council mandate
246a Article 18(1a) Neutral

247 Article 18(2) Neutral

252 Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (b) - EP supports Council mandate
253 Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (c) Neutral

255a Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (ea) Neutral

255b Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (eb) Neutral

255¢ Article 19(2), first subparagraph, point (ec) Neutral

257 Article 19(3) Neutral




258 Article 19(4) Object Stick to Council mandate
258a Article 19(4a) In favor
259 Article 19(5) Neutral
259a Article 19(5a) Neutral
261 Article 20(1) Neutral
262 Article 20(2) Object Stick to Council mandate
267 Article 20(4), point (c) Neutral
270 Article 21(1) Neutral
270a Article 21(1), point (a) Neutral
270b Article 21(1), point (b) Neutral
270c Article 21(1), point (c) In favor
271 Article 21(2) Neutral
272 Article 21(3) Neutral
272a Article 21(3a) Neutral
274 Article 21(5) Neutral
275a Article 21(6a) Neutral
275b Article 21(6b) Neutral
275c Article 21(6c) Neutral
279 Article 22(1) Neutral
279a Article 22(-1), second subparagraph Neutral
279 Article 22(-1), second subparagraph, point (a) Neutral
279c Article 22(-1), second subparagraph, point (b) Neutral
279d Article 22(-1), third subparagraph Neutral
280 Article 22(2) Neutral




281 Article 22(3) Neutral

282 Article 22(4) Neutral

284 Article 22(6) Neutral

285 Article 22(7) Neutral

286 Chapter VIII Neutral

289 Article 23(2) Neutral

297a Article 24a Neutral

297b Article 24a(1) Neutral

297c Article 24a(2) Neutral

299 Article 25 Neutral

303a Article 26a In favor In principle in favour.
In principle in favour. However, we are strongly of the opinion that the assessments on the

303b Article 263, first paragraph In favor development on a database of chemicals in articles and the establishment of a database on suitable
alternatives should be the subject of a feasibility study before the work is begun.

303c Article 26a, second paragraph Neutral

303d Article 263, third paragraph Neutral

303e Article 26a, fourth paragraph Neutral

303f Article 264, fifth paragraph Neutral

303g Article 264, sixth paragraph Neutral

384a Annex |, point 70a. In favor

391 Annex |l, second paragraph Object Stick to Council mandate

393 Annex Il, point 4. Neutral

394 Annex |l, third paragraph Object Stick to Council mandate

431a Annex lll, point 34a. In favor

431b Annex llla Neutral

431c ATes(E, PR In favor In principle in favour. Regarding point on chemicals in articles it needs further evaluation of how best

be includeded. Therefore proposes a review clause on this issue.
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