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 The correct reason is explained in one Annex on page 168 and should be used here as well, i.e. ' 
…. as it contains more elements of a risk assessment', or something like that.   

Page 32: 1st paragraph, last sentence, states that Option 1 has less impacts than any of the other options. 
This is difficult to understand as the numbers of substances identified as ED under Option 1 are the 
highest. 

 and the conclusion is very counter-intuitive. Therefore some reasons should be given (or at least 
a clear reference to the relevant part of the Annex included, where this is explained).  

Page 38: Table 4 and Page 39: Table 5: In both cases it is very difficult to understand why in each 
scenario, Option 4 fares best (and the order of the options is always the same). One would rather expect 
that in scenarios 

        that put more emphasis on health and/or environment protection, other options would come 
out first (or at least the order be different). So, again, some explanation why this is so (or a reference to 
the relevant 

 part of the Annexes) would be helpful.  

Page 43: Table 7. Again, some explanations for the rating of the options – or reference(s) to the relevant 
Annexes would be useful as it is sometimes difficult to understand why for a given aspect an option has 
been ranked 

        as good, bad, or neutral. For example, option 4A has been ranked as 'neutral' in relation to the 
criterion 'Compliance with International Obligations', which is very difficult to reconcile with the related 
statement on  

page 41, in the 1st paragraph, which should actually lead to a 'bad' in Table 7. 

That's it – hope it's all clear enough. Feel free to call me if you want to discuss. 

Regards, 

 

-------------------------------------------------------------  
  
  

European Commission  
DG for Internal Market, Industry, Entrepreneurship and SMEs 
Unit D.1 – REACH  

Av. d'Auderghem 45, BREY -   
1049 Bruxelles  
Tel.: +32-2  
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---------------------------------------------------  
Follow us on:  
Facebook:          EU Growth 
Twitter:          @EU Growth 
Our Websites:      ec.europa.eu/growth 

  ec.europa.eu/bienkowska 




