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STAGES IN-REACHING A SAFE

CHEMICALS.POLICY REACH

1008 4 1999

June / The Environmental
Council takes a step towards a
fundamental review of the EU chemicals
policy by giving a clear mandate to the
European Commission.

April / At the informal
Environmental Council meeting
in the UK, Austria, Denmark, Finland,
the Netherlands and Sweden submit a
document outlining the need for a
completely new policy on chemicals.
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Q O 08 February / The Commission

publishes its White Paper
‘Strategy for a Future Chemicals
Policy’ presenting the changes needed.

Spring — early summer /
The European Commission publishes parts of its
draft legislation for an eight week public consultation.
There are more than 6,000 reactions, and the draft legislation e %\"&.
is changed to take out safety information requirements for more y
than 20.000 chemicals. /

The Commission then presents its final proposal, alongside the External
Impact Assessment on REACH. The proposal aims to get safety data for
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30.000 of the 100.000 chemicals available on the EU market, leaving Employer and industry
two thirds with relatively little data, making them harder to classify. organisations begin more impact
In October, the Socialist Group’s rapporteur, Guido Sacconi, presents his assessments of REACH. In the same
report on REACH to Parliament, but there is no vote due to delaying year, an EU presidency workshop analyses
tactics by conservative parliamentarians. Discussions are put on 36 impact assessments and concludes that new .
hold until after the European elections. legislation will have limited costs for business whilst

. . . . . bringing benefits for health and the environment.
At this time national experts begin an analysis of the

proposal to develop a council position on REACH, Following the European Parliament elections in June,
due to end by December 2005. discussions re-start in Committee.
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April / The industry study
finds REACH will not lead to
withdrawal of important chemicals

from the market and concludes REACH July / Common position submitted
is not bad for business. to the Parliament.
November / Parliament votes to phase out the September / EP discussions on the second reading began.

most hazardous chemicals and in December the
Council of Ministers agrees the common position.

November-December / Council, the Parliament and the Commission
negotiators reach an agreement which is approved by Parliament
then by EU Environment ministers so REACH is adopted.

It becomes law at the end of December.
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June
REACH enters into force
in all 27 Member States




