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DUCC =  platform for associations whose member companies use chemicals to formulate mixtures as 

finished products for end users (consumers and professional users) 

DUCC focuses on DU needs, rights, duties and specifities under REACH and CLP 
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DU rights and duties on safe use communication  

DU’s own  
Chemical Safety Report 
(only if used > 1t/y) 

or 

M/I 
Annex:ES   

SDS SDS (with ES) 
+other information 

- Implement RMM 
- Communicate SDS (ES) to 
his own DUs 

- Use and exposure information 
- Check RMM / ES 
- Report new information 

Annex:ES?   

SDS 

We are here 
today  

(for 2010 
chemicals) 



• Downstream Users need to be able to understand, handle 
and extract information contained in safety data sheets and 
exposure scenarios  in order to fulfill their duties 
 

• Main barriers today 
– Lack of practical guidance (under development) 

– Lack of standard format/phrases for ES communicated in SDS 

– Supply chain communication has been and remains chaotic 

– 12-month deadline for complying with ES is very challenging 

– Tools/methods for update of SDS of mixtures still missing 

– Language/translation issues 
 

• The presentation focuses on first-line formulators 

 

 
 

 

 

 

Background 



DUCC Workshop (27 May 2011) 

• Topic: Exposure Scenarios for communication (extended SDS) 
 

• Objective: review of current practices/first experience based 
on real-life exposure scenarios received by formulators 
 

• Outcome: list of good practices / recommendations 
 

• Notes:  
– only a fraction of extended SDS expected have been received so far 

(10-30%), so learning will continue 

– DUs prefer receiving well structured and clear ES even if this comes at 
a later stage (provided there is no new major risk identified) 

 

 



Good practices – recommendations: locating relevant ES 

• Insert a table of content of ES at the beginning of SDS annex 
– Simple: list of ES short titles with references, following R12 guidance advice 

– e.g. professional use of cleaning products (SU22, PC35) 

 

 

 

Example 1 
Table of content 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

        Can we harmonise format of table of content ? 

 

Example 2 
Table of content 



• Use descriptors are well established and broadly used 
– Sometimes inconsistently assigned or misunderstood 

 Continue to build experience/understanding (ECHA Guidance R12) 
 

 

• Structure ES titles around use descriptors:  will enable 
automation 

 

 

 

 
 

• Use ES titles from use mappings from sector organisations for 
consistency and understanding by DU 

 

Good practices – recommendations: use description 

Sub-PC  +  
Consexpo titles 



• Develop separate ES for each main user group 
– Consumer use ES (SU21) 

– Professional use ES (SU22) 

– Industrial use ES (SU3) 
 

 

 

Good practices – recommendations: ES building  

Worker & consumer 
under same scenario 



Good practices – recommendations: ES content  

• Use standard phrases as much as possible 
– eases translation and future automation 

 Pursue on-going developments 
 

• Use ECHA’s ES headings /structure 

 1. Title of Exposure scenario 

short title, activities/processes covered in the ES and corresponding use descriptors 

2. Conditions of use affecting exposure  

2.1 Contributing scenario environment 

operational conditions and risk management measures 

2.2 Contributing scenario [worker or consumer] 

operational conditions and risk management [workers or consumer] 

3. Exposure estimation and reference to its source 

Environment 

[worker or consumer] exposure 

4. Guidance to DU to evaluate whether he works inside the boundaries set by the ES 

In particular where the DU may use scaling methods 

More details in IR/CSA guidance Part D and ECHA’s examples of ES 



• Growing practice for structuring content 
– One ES = one life-cycle stage 

– Consistency in building/assigning Contributing Scenarios 
• In general, one CS = one PROC/ERC + one set of OC/RMM + corresponding RCR 

• Note: it can also be one activity, several PROCs 

 

Good practices - recommendations: ES building 

Good practice: ES/CS split + 
table format 

Good practice:  one CS= one PROC =  
one set of OC/RMM 



• Balance amount of information and structure lay-out 
– Good: Exposure assessment tool + essential use parameters + RCR 

– Include RCR (or exposure values) for each PROC/PC/ERC, not just the 
worst case PROC/PC/ERC 

  useful for scaling / checking use is covered / margin of safety 

 

 
 

Do not send copy of CSR to DUs 

Good practice:  
Exposure +DNEL +RCR per route 

Good practices - recommendations: information  



• Report good practice advice separately from Section 2 
– RMM/OC may go beyond CSR (not driven by REACH) 

 

• Indicate effectiveness of RMM; however,  
– ‘apply appropriate measures’ is too broad 

– LEV 99% effectiveness is difficult to comply with in practice 

 

• OC/RMM are often too restrictive: driven by conservatism of 
models? Lack of information on DU practices? Liability?  

 

• Provide scaling algorithms in the ‘DU Advice’ section (Tier-1) 
 

 

Good practices - recommendations: other 



 

• Conflicting information from main body and annex of the SDS 
(uses, RMM...) 

 

• Clarify in substance SDS why there is no registration number 
+ why no ES attached 

 

• More than ever, quality of SDS (main body) is essential 

 

 

Additional considerations related to SDS 



Conclusions 

• ES are a novel concept for all parties: learning is on-going 

• Extended SDS: clarity is more important than size  
– Quick localisation of relevant ES by DU 

• Some good practices are emerging: capitalise of them 
– Implementing some of the above recommendations would be a 

nice step forward 

• Flexibility vs standardisation: a Cornelian choice!  

• IT support would (will) help greatly  

• We are only at the beginning of a long process…  

 

 

   



Let’s work together ! 

http://www.eurodiffusions.com/

