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� Results from  the communication Consortia’s with the Pre-SIEF

� Nickel Case
� Communication with pre-SIEFs
� Difficulties to establish links between OR and non-EU 
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Identification of problems experienced in 
SIEF (I)

� Problems that were reported are: 

� Problems related to the SFF’ willingness to deselect the SFF 
box: 

� The ECHA communication clarifying the legal status of the SFF 
and the request to notify the lead registrant will only forward 
the problem and it is unclear how ECHA intends to go ahead 
with that. 

� People within the pre-SIEF having pre-registered at 
considerably higher tonnage band than realistic on basis of 
market knowledge. Difficulties to contact them as the pre-SIEF 
data do no longer contain an indication of the tonnage.
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201031-May-181 - < 101327-50-0215-480-9Antimony telluride

201831-May-1810 - < 100

28300-74-5 or 

11071-15-1234-293-3Antimony potassium tartrate

201031-May-181 - < 107647-18-9231-601-8Antimony pentachloride

201031-May-1810 - < 10015432-85-6239-670-6Sodium antimonate (A) 

201031-May-1810 - < 1001314-60-9215-237-7Diantimony pentoxide

201031-May-1810 - < 10010025-91-9233-47-2Antimony trichloride

201031-May-1810 - < 1001345-04-6215-713-4Antimony trisulfide

201031-May-13100 - < 10006923-52-0230-043-2Antimony triacetate

201031-May-13100 - < 1000

29736-75-2

249-820-2

Diantimonytris(ethylene

glycolate)

201030-Nov-10> 1000

33908-66-6 or 

12507-68-5

251-735-0

Sodium 

hexahydroxoantimonate

201030-Nov-10> 10001309-64-4215-175-0Diantimony trioxide

201030-Nov-10> 10007440-36-0231-146-5Antimony Metal

ECHA 

Registration 

deadline

Deadline

Registration

for i2a

members

Max 

Tonnage CAS N°EC N°Substance
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Identification of problems experienced in 
SIEF

�Difficulties experienced in communication within the 
pre-SIEF: 

� E-mail addresses that bounce or are being rejected (e.g. non-
existing e-mails), does an SFF/ LR have any obligations

� Majority of e-mails remain unopened 

� Large number of pre-registrants indicate to have no intention 
to register at any time

� In some cases on ~10% of pre-SIEF members will register

�How to deal with dormant pre-SIEF members is it 
acceptable not to communicate with them at all?
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How to change the pre-SIEF, example

� A company has pre-registered molybdenum trioxide

� They now realised they should have pre-registered, 

molybdenum disulphide roasted (technical grade 
molybdenum trioxide oxide)

�How to deal with the change of SIEF and specifically in 
function of the later registration and the non-presence 
in the pre-SIEF. How will this be dealt with?  
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Pre-SIEF issues
Nickel Case

France Capon-Hugo Waeterschoot
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Communication in pre-SIEFs

March 2009                                 10

Pre-SIEF members: 6310 !
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Communication strategy

� Tier 1: presenting consortia activities for each substance included

� Tier 2: checking of sameness and status of the pre-SIEFs members 
(dormant, passive…) in a survey with the aim to form the SIEF

March 2009                                 11

ITIT--Tool develop by Molybdenum Consortium and used by Tool develop by Molybdenum Consortium and used by 

most of the metals Consortiamost of the metals Consortia
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Communication – Tier 1 (1)
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Communication – Tier 1 (2)
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Statistics-Tier 1

March 2009                                 14



�

�

�

�

�

�

�

�

�

�

�

Communication-Tier 2 (1)
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Statistics-Tier 2

March 2009                                 16
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The survey (1)

� This 2nd email = link to the survey itself.

� 13 questions = get as detailed as possible profile of 
pre-registrants

� Sameness check, status (dormant, passive, active, very active), 
role in REACH (Manufacturer, Importer…), available
information (effects and exposure data)…

March 2009                                 17
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The survey (2)

March 2009                                 18
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The Survey (3)

March 2009                                 19

Started: 437

Completed: 362

Dormant: 128

Passive: 208
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Other issues

�Difficulties to establish links between OR and non-EU 
Manufacturers:

� Two potential interlocutors for the same Registration

� Fake SIEF Facilitator:

� In some cases: e-mail sent by different Consortia but no reply 
received! 

March 2009                                 20
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Other issues

�Restructuring Consortia 
organisation – need for a more 
complexe structure to ensure 
workability of the consortium

March 2009                                 21
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Conclusions 

� Nickel REACH Consortia represents a responsible industry

� Long experience in the Consortia management in the EU Risk 
Assessment

� Good collaboration with the Authorities

� Willingness to comply with REACH by the required deadline

� Important practical issues linked to non-responding pre-SIEF members

March 2009                                 22


