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Draft MINUTES OF THE UKCPI COUNCIL 

10.00am, Wednesday 24 Nov 2021
   By Zoom conference call

Mr T Appleton	(joined 10.15)		Procter & Gamble UK & Ireland 
Ms C Berto (joined 10.30)		Henkel UK
Mr C Beevor				Unilever UK
Mr N Bolton 				Procter & Gamble UK & Ireland
Mr M Cunningham			PZ Cussons
Mr I Croft				Robert McBride 
Ms R Eckley				Unilever UK
Mr G Edwards				ACDOPRO
Mr R Furse		(Chair)		RB
Mr G Horne				Astonish
Mr R Keeling				AirPure
Mr K Kotsanopoulos			Diversey
Ms A McClafferty			Unilever UK
Mr P Malpass		(Sec)		UKCPI 
Mr E Whittle				SC Johnson 
Mr P Woodhead			Selden Research

Guests
Mr S Stewart				UKCPI
Ms C Salter				UKCPI
Dr Matthew Penrose	(joined 11.45)	HSE
Mr Alex Park	(joined 11.45)		HSE

Apologies:
Mr R Fenton				DriPak

1.	Welcome and anti-trust statement
Mr Furse opened the meeting and made the following statement:-
“At all UKCPI Council meetings including this one, UKCPI and UKCPI members shall adhere to UKCPI’s competition law policy and shall not share, directly or indirectly, commercially sensitive information including but not limited to pricing, terms and conditions of supply, business planning or marketing plans. Should the meeting discuss matters that fall outside of UKCPI's legal remit or contravene that policy; the Chairman will close the meeting.”

2.	Minutes of the last meeting

The minutes from the meeting held on 8 September 2021 were agreed.
. 
3.	Matters and actions arising 

Action outstanding PM requested that members revisit the action from the last meeting on future regulatory landscape – see extract below.
All other actions are either complete or covered by today’s agenda.





Extract from minutes of 8 September
4. Regulatory landscape – future desired state
PM introduced this topic as a thought starter for future Council discussion.
He described that in the short term 1 – 5 years UKCPI was able to advocate members views as required when regulatory change was an option. E.g. we react to changes at an EU level and advocate our position on these changes to UK officials.
We are likely to have a stronger voice with UK policy makers than when we were part of the EU and one step away from EU policy makers. 
The question was posed ‘should we take advantage of these UK advocacy events to seed ideas with UK policy makers on a future (10 – 15 years out) regulatory regime’.
If so what would our ideal future regulatory regime look like.

TA,NB,RE,RK shared a view that as manufacturers for a European market we should strive to reduce complexity and avoid divergence from EU regulations.
However, we have a reputation and voice internationally and could we use this to then influence EU policy making. 

RF stated that the nature of our conversation with UK officials has changed given their lack of role in EU policy making, and that opportunities may exist for the UK to develop policy ahead of the EU curve.

CB suggested that there may be 2 or 3 areas where there maybe a benefit to be driving a UK policy that is likely to be a ‘pull through’ attractive to the EU.

PW said that by presenting a future vision of a potential UK regulatory landscape it might help us in our dealings with UK officials on the ‘here and now’ issues if we are seen as a trusted source.
PW cited the circular economy and the need for innovation and novel solutions but the view that this is hindered by ‘red tape’. There may also be useful insights from Govt officials presenting at Chem UK 15/16 Sept.

RE stated that a recent consultation sought opinions on a lighter touch regulation which could be aligned with a future regulatory vision approach.

RF mentioned that the development of a UK replacement for the EU Ecolabel might also be an area in which to explore this approach.

Action: Council members to identify 1 or 2 areas which could be the focus of further exploration with respect to a future operating environment.

For action

4.	10 minute rule bill / call for evidence on banning plastic in wet wipes
PM introduced the background and conversations he had with Fleur Anderson MP (who has proposed the 10 minute rule bill) on a ban of plastic in wipes, as well as regular communication with the UK AHMPA (absorbent hygiene product manufacturers association). He will meet with CTPA next week.
However, he suggested that given Defra have now announced a ‘call for evidence’ on the same topic plus other aspects of wipes, that our efforts should be focussed on this Defra consultation rather than the MPs 10 minute rule bill.
PM highlighted some of the tone, focus and proposals in the Defra consultation document.
https://consult.defra.gov.uk/environmental-quality/call-for-evidence-on-commonly-littered-and-problem/supporting_documents/Call%20for%20evidence%20document.pdf





KK and PW asked if the scope of the Defra call for evidence consultation was just focussed on consumer wipes given professional users would be expected to dispose of wipes correctly. The consensus view was that given Defra was requesting information on exemptions such as for medical use then the scope currently covered consumer and professional wipes.
NB agreed that the more responses that are provided by industry the more likely our views would be considered.
PM suggested that we should still aim to communicate directly with the Ministers responsible as we would be greatly ‘out numbered’ by the public response to the consultation and there seems no weighting in place.
CS reported that already Defra had announced the consultation on their social media platforms (twitter, Instagram and facebook) with significant public comment already.
SS observed that all comments so far were supportive of a ban.
RF raised a concern over mandatory flushability criteria meaning all wipes would be subject to this standard irrespective of whether or not the wipe was to flushed after use. 
PM reminded that the consultation is also suggesting that the flushability criteria would be revised by the water authorities given emerging evidence of ‘non plastic’ wipe persistence. 
He also said it was frustrating to see that both consumer behaviour on wipe disposal as well as water authority storm overflow discharges, which is the only route that releases wipes into the environment – seem to be ignored in this call for evidence consultation. 
PM raised the question of how high a profile members wanted UKCPI to take on this issue given, home care wipes are less likely to be problematically disposed of; cosmetic wipes / baby wipes feature more so; we cannot reach many suppliers of wipes to the UK discount stores where a range of importers / suppliers are present – most of which do not even comply with the current EDANA labelling scheme.
Action: PM to i) to elicit positions from UKCPI members on a short list of questions
ii) on the basis of a consensus of replies and further company input, draft a response to the consultation / call for evidence iii) consider letter and briefing to Ministers and officials.
Maintain coordination with CTPA and AHPMA / EDANA. 

5. 	EU exit
PM provided an update on the chemical supply chain request to Ministers for a more proportionate, effective and efficient UK REACH model – extract below from CIA.


The above letter signed by 25 trade associations back in February led to Defra agreeing to talk about the joint industry proposal put forward in some working groups. They ran from February to May. In July there was a meeting with the SoS for Environment. The meeting was led to believe that something in writing was imminent saying there would be no changes to UK REACH. 
To pre-empt that the workshop attendees sent further letters. Possibly as a result we never heard formally from the SoS. Instead, we heard informally that whilst they did not agree with the industry proposal, Defra were genuinely looking at things again. 

Todate, we have still not had any formal response from the SoS, either to our meeting from July or any of the follow-up letters. However, we have heard that Defra are formulating a response – which we assume means some changes might be in the offing (although we have no idea of scale or appropriateness). We have been told to expect the response by end of this month or beginning of December. 

PM also reported that through the ARC committee we are gathering views from members on their workarounds for Northern Ireland and some CLP issues – these will be discussed further at the ARC in the New Year.

6.	 Annual Report and accounts 2020/2021
PM tabled the annual report and accounts for the 12 months ending 30 Sept 2021.
He highlighted that fee income increased as members turnover had increased (perhaps a COVID ‘bounce’) and that meeting costs amounted to zero. Overall it was a predictable report with all costs in line with budget. The surplus for the year was in line with expectations and drops through into reserves.
There were no questions and the report and accounts were passed.
The annual review was also presented – to be sent to all members as well as external stakeholders for UKCPI. 
Action Council members to make annual review available to internal colleagues.
https://www.ukcpi.org/annualreview2021 

7.         Budget 2021/2022
PM tabled a proposed budget for the current 12 months suggesting a slightly reduced fee income (based on current member turnover returns) and keeping all costs comparable to the previous year’s actuals. An additional budget for some meetings is included. As previously discussed the reduced fee to AISE will feed through to an increased surplus for the current year which if unspent will increase the reserves.
There were no questions on the budget and it was passed. 

For information

8. Advocacy, Regulatory and Communications committee 20.10.21
PW suggested that the minutes be taken as read but highlighted the discussions and decisions taken on CLP interpretation as it relates to Northern Ireland. 

NB A record of thanks was made at the end of the AGM to Rowland Furse for his contribution as chair of UKCPI 2019 through to 2021. A period which threw up numerous challenges for business and associations not least EU exit and COVID whilst at the same time Rowland changed companies, changed job roles and became part of the UK leadership team for Reckitt. He was remotely awarded the sought after, much coveted and uniquely engraved UKCPI laundry posser for his contribution.

Guest presenter Dr Matthew Penrose is part of the Senior Leadership Team within the Chemicals Regulation Division in HSE. He currently leads a Unit focused on operational strategy, evidence and intelligence across the different regulatory regimes that CRD deliver, and before this was responsible for the policy programme that brought new chemical regulations onto the statute book. Copy of presentation to follow. 


Time and date of 2022 Council meetings

10.30am, Wednesday 23 Feb 2022 format tbc in January 2022

10.30am, Wednesday 8 June 2022 format tbc

10.30am, Wednesday 7 September 2022 format tbc

3.00pm, Wednesday 23 November 2022 in Westminster venues confirmed		
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Letter from the UK chemical supply chain and its manufacturing customer base 
(for correspondence please contact Steve Elliott, CIA, at ElliottS@cia.org.uk) 


 
 
 
To:  Rt Hon Thérèse Coffey MP, Secretary of State for Work and Pensions 


Rt Hon George Eustice MP, Secretary of State for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs 
Rt Hon Michael Gove MP, Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster  
Rt Hon Kwasi Kwarteng MP, Secretary of State for Business, Energy and Industrial Strategy 
Rt Hon Rishi Sunak MP, Chancellor of the Exchequer 
Rt Hon Liz Truss MP, Secretary of State for International Trade 


 
 
Date: 9th February 2021 
 
 
 
Dear Secretaries of State, 
 
A proposal for a more proportionate, effective, and efficient UK REACH model 
 
Following the recent Brexit Business Task Force for Chemicals and in advance of the 15th February 
Government/industry Chemicals EU Exit Group (CEEG) meeting, please find below and attached a 
proposal for a more proportionate, effective, and efficient UK REACH model.  
 
The chemicals industry supply chain, and many of its key customers from advanced manufacturing 
sectors such as aerospace, automotive, food and drink and life sciences, remain extremely 
concerned at the current requirements of UK REACH, the pillar of the new UK chemicals regulations 
regime post-Brexit. We believe that it fundamentally threatens the competitiveness of UK 
manufacturing for chemical-based products. In its current form it is an almost identical version of EU 
REACH, which was designed for a market ten times the size of the UK and took ten years to 
implement. 
 
If UK REACH proceeds as proposed – with a requirement for the tens of thousands of substances in 
the EU REACH database to be re-registered with full data dossiers in the new UK REACH database – 
the estimated cost to industry of data acquisition, registration fees, and associated administration 
stands at around £1 billion, which could be much better spent on investment and innovation than 
duplicating data. Perversely, this cost to industry for compliance for one jurisdiction will be double 
the £500 million UK companies have already spent over the past decade in complying with EU 
REACH and its, now, 27 markets – reflecting the disproportionate costs faced not only by the 
chemical supply chain but also key customers across the UK.  
 
There is also the real risk UK REACH as currently legislated for will lead to potential additional and 
repetitive animal testing. Moreover, the added cost and red-tape will mean many lower quantity 
substances simply being deemed uneconomic to register in the UK. The net result of this will be UK 
manufacturers not having access to the full range of raw materials that will be available to their EU 
counterparts, and a database bringing little value to regulating chemicals in the UK.  
 
All in all, this will hit UK industry hard across a range of manufacturing sectors, reduce the 
competitiveness of UK manufacturing, and lead to a loss of inward investment, as companies look 
outside the UK for their manufacturing hubs for Europe. Its impact on jobs will be felt particularly in 
the north and midlands where most of the chemicals industry and reliant manufacturing sector is 
based, hindering industry’s ability to support Government’s levelling up and net zero agendas. 
Ultimately, consumers across the whole country will be impacted by increased prices and / or less 
choice. 







 
This is not a fixed outcome: it is not a necessary consequence of Brexit but, instead, a consequence 
of the solution currently pursued by Government. We believe there is still time to rectify the 
situation and have put together an alternative solution. Our proposal – the detail of which is 
enclosed with this letter - would: 
 


• Create an independent, sovereign UK REACH, designed with the size and structure of the UK 
economy and industry in mind, and focussed on substances of concern and future UK 
priorities. 


• Respect the UK:EU agreement including the opportunity for cooperation between the two 
agencies.  


• Maintain high standards of human, animal, and environmental safety. 
• Retain the principle of no data-no market underpinning UK REACH, with companies 


submitting information on the identity of all substances, including classification and other 
data necessary to enable appropriate risk management measures to be identified and 
applied. 


• Remove the need for the UK regulator and industry to spend up to seven years of staff time 
and resources re-registering substances in the EU REACH database with full data packages, 
the vast majority of which will never be looked at.    


• This in turn will allow the UK regulators to identify, prioritise and assess, with full data 
packages, the chemicals deemed of most concern to the UK in a more effective, timely and 
efficient manner. 


• Reduce the need for additional animal testing. 
• Reduce red-tape and thus meet the objective of the four UK administrations in ensuring 


regulatory burdens on businesses are kept to a minimum as stated in the proposed Common 
Framework for Chemicals and Pesticides. 


• Mitigate the estimated £1 billion cost to industry caused by having to populate a separate 
UK REACH database with full data dossiers, as is currently planned. 


• And thereby reduce the resultant risk of substances being deemed uneconomic to register in 
the UK REACH database and the damage to UK manufacturers that would mean. 


 
We are grateful to Government departments and their respective teams for their constructive and 
consistent engagement with industry, and the attempt to secure access to EU REACH data through 
the agreed UK/EU chemicals annex.  In the absence of that data, it is important that we work 
collectively to get the implementation of UK REACH right. We believe this proposal provides a 
proportionate, safe, and effective alternative for UK REACH and appeal for your support for this 
solution, submitted on behalf of UK industry.  
 
Yours sincerely, 
 
 
For and on behalf of the UK chemical supply chain and its manufacturing customer base 
 
cc.  Rebecca Pow MP, Minister for Environment 
 Mims Davies MP, Minister for Employment 


Lord Callanan, Parliamentary Under Secretary of State, BEIS  
Lord Grimstone of Boscobel Kt, Minister for Investment 


 Paul Scully MP, Minister for Small Business and Enterprise 
Rt Hon Penny Mordaunt, Paymaster General 
Rt Hon Greg Hands MP, Minister of State for Trade Policy 
Kemi Badenoch, Exchequer Secretary to the Treasury 
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UK REACH - the need for a more efficient and proportionate regime  
 
Given the integrated nature of our industry, the chemical supply chain and our customer industries, it 
is imperative to have a UK chemicals regime (UK REACH) that achieves both the objectives of 
protecting society and our environment and enables a thriving UK manufacturing economy.  
 
Companies have spent the last decade providing data for access to the EU market, and separation 
from the EU should not result in costly duplicative requirements for information already in EU REACH 
registered supply chains. Requiring companies to duplicate registrations is likely to bring nothing more 
than significant red tape and additional costs to industry in funding the future work of the UK Agency. 
The recently introduced phased approach for registration while supporting businesses in managing 
the future registration process falls short of addressing the underlying issues companies are facing in 
complying with UK REACH. This paper improves upon the existing UK REACH regime by allowing the 
UK authorities to prioritise and assess chemicals in a more effective and efficient manner. It also meets 
the objective of the four UK administrations in ensuring regulatory burdens on businesses are kept to 
a minimum as stated in the proposed Common Framework for Chemicals and Pesticides.  
 
Summary 
 
o We continue to urge the UK government to acknowledge the significant level of work and 


expense already undertaken by businesses with respect to EU-REACH to ensure safe use by 
allowing those companies who deal in EU REACH registered supply-chains, to continue to do so 
without having to duplicate all the existing registrations in the UK.  


o Together with publicly available information from EU REACH and the UK REACH notification 
process, the UK authorities would be available to prioritise chemicals needing further 
assessment. This prioritisation approach would still allow the UK authority to require full data 
set dossiers for substances the UK authorities determine to be of concern. Moreover, it would 
enable the UK to independently regulate chemicals in the UK, maintain a high level of human 
health and environment protection, whilst making a more efficient and future-focussed use of 
the UK Agency resources. The current provisions in UK:EU Trade & Cooperation Agreement 
(Chemicals Annex) could also support achieving this objective.  


o This approach would help mitigate the cost industry is facing to populate a separate less 
comprehensive UK REACH database (this being estimated to be up to £1 billion in addition to 
the £500 million already invested in EU REACH compliance) as well as minimising animal testing. 
While maintaining the principle of no data-no market enshrined in UK REACH, the UK chemical 
supply chain and downstream-user sectors can continue to source from a wide supplier market.  


 
Our proposal  


Instead of duplicating existing registrations, the following approach should be considered: 


o UK manufacturers, importers including formulators and only representatives would notify EU-
REACH registered chemical substances to the UK authority. The notification scheme under UK 
REACH requires companies to identify themselves, submit information on the identity of the 
substance, its classification, and relevant information necessary to enable appropriate risk 
management measures to be identified and applied. This information together with publicly 
available information already submitted under EU REACH would enable UK authorities to prioritise 
and regulate chemicals under UK REACH1. 


 
1 OECD guidance on International Best Practices for Identification of Priorities within Chemicals Management Systems 



http://www.oecd.org/officialdocuments/publicdisplaydocumentpdf/?cote=env/jm/mono(2019)34&doclanguage=en





   


 


 


o For those chemical substances prioritised by the UK authorities, it would still be able to regulate 
these by asking duty holders and for the full data set.  An approach focussed on current and future 
concerns would enable the UK to be more responsive than before on matters of UK interest, rather 
than being overburdened with the re-registration of substances many of which may not require 
assessment over the coming years.   


o Importantly, a UK scheme that prioritises evaluation (based on ‘publicly available’ data, e.g., 
eChem portal / internationally published assessments and known exposure information plus 
screening QSAR etc), could in part solve the ‘information sharing’ issue for chemical substances 
that the UK wants to look at more closely, without everyone having to unnecessarily resubmit 
data for every single substance. Meanwhile the UK would have full awareness of all substances on 
the UK market. 


o Substances entering the UK market that are not already registered under EU-REACH by the supply 
chain or downstream users before the 31st of December 2020 would require the set of data that 
is required by UK REACH in line with the no data - no market principle.  


o It is encouraging that the UK:EU Trade & Cooperation Agreement contains a sectoral chemicals 
annex with a commitment to facilitate the exchange of non-confidential information between the 
UK and the EU (Article 7). This could prove beneficial in supporting future prioritisation work in 
the UK, and in return the UK could share its prioritisation process, risk assessments, screening and 
best practices with ECHA. It is essential that going forward, the UK and the EU continue to engage 
on a mutually beneficial basis.  


While of course further detailed considerations will be required to implement these suggestions and 
address any practical challenges that may arise, we believe the proposed approach would enable the 
UK to maintain and build on this existing progress in meeting the REACH objectives and allow the UK 
to progress the development of its future Chemicals Strategy. At the same time, it could help to 
mitigate the impact of the absence of a data sharing agreement with the EU, not only on supply chain 
disruption, but also the high cost to industry. Importantly, the already high-level of animal welfare, 
human health and environmental protection would be maintained. 


 
*** 


 
Why do we need a more efficient UK REACH regime? 


 
Under EU REACH, businesses across Europe were and are working collaboratively to collate, review, 
and communicate information on chemical substances in their respective supply chains for ensuring 
their safe use. Prior to leaving the EU over 10,000 REACH registrations had been submitted by the UK, 
making UK companies the second highest contributor of the EU block. 
 
Placing substances on both the UK and EU markets now means there are duplicative requirements for 
businesses – significant due to the close trade relationship - thereby directly affecting future viability 
of products in the UK considering its smaller market size (around 12%) compared to the EU. The 
situation becomes even more complex for the UK’s downstream user industries and their supply chain. 
They import many more chemicals in the form of mixtures, with each company having to generate or 
obtain access to data to potentially register every imported chemical at 1 tonne or more per year with 
an associated cost.  Previously they have had no registration obligations, making the task extremely 
challenging for both industry and the UK regulator.  
 
Moreover, the UK Agency fees have been copied and pasted from the EU, without considering the 
difference in market size. The newly suggested phased approach for registration - while supporting 







   


 


 


businesses in managing the future registration process for substances eligible to the UK transitional 
arrangements – falls far short of addressing the underlying data access and acquisition cost issues 
companies are facing in complying with UK REACH. Implementing the regime as it currently stands will 
set back regulating chemicals in the UK by a decade, increasing costs and barriers to trade, reducing 
substance choice and leading to potential additional, repetitive animal testing being needed.  
 
It is important that we work collectively to get the implementation of UK REACH right in achieving 
effective regulation with the right regulatory balance supporting businesses, protecting workers, 
consumers, and the environment as well as it being essential for a successful economy. Chemicals are 
the building block to everyday life, fundamental to basic needs such as clean water, sufficient food, 
energy and effective medicines. The chemical industry is, rightly, a highly regulated sector, helping to 
give confidence to our workforce, local communities, consumers, and society at large. Foundation 
industries like ours underpin modern manufacturing and trading in a global market therefore needs 
growth sensitive and reliable policy/regulatory measures to compete. 
 
9 February 2021 
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