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Specifics

Noted below are a number of steps which we would recommend OECD take
towards opening the notification system to aid international trade
whilst protecting man and the environment.  The term “ second
authority”  refers to the second and all subsequent authorities to
which a notification is submitted.

1. A standard application form should be developed for all repeat
notifications and be provided from the original notifier. This
should clearly identify that it is a repeat notification and
provide details of the first authority who assessed the original
dossier.  The form could also identify the principal activities,
local agents/contacts and a prime contact who was involved in the
original notification.

2. The form should be completed in the language of the receiving
country or English.

3. Recognition of OECD test methods is essential.  Industry strongly
advocates that studies which have been carried out according to OECD
methods and have been accepted by the first regulatory authority are
accepted by the second authority to which the notification is
submitted by the original notifier.

The second authority should provide a level of information protection
and confidentiality at least equal to that provided by the first
authority.  This protection  should extend to the release to third
parties of any information claimed confidential, including specific
chemical identity published in chemical inventories.  The original
notifier should be contacted over any CBI related issues.

4. In order to reduce the administrative burden, on both the authority
and the notifier, the second authority should accept the conclusions
and summaries of the original notification, without the need to obtain
and review all the reports included in the first notification.
Industry would encourage the two authorities involved to discuss any
questions and involve the notifier if required.

As a repeat assessment will involve less effort from the second
authority, industry would request a reduction in the review period and
fees where they are levied.

5. Providing summaries exist for the original notification, it should not
be necessary to reformat the information onto the second authority’s
standard form, where such a form exists.

6. Industry accepts that  it may be  appropriate to re-consider the risk
assessment for differing regions of the world.  However, industry
would welcome the acceptance by the second authority of any part of
the original risk assessment considered to be relevant, although as
discussed above, the mutual recognition of risk assessments should be
the general rule within trade blocks.



7. Notifiers would make a commitment to undertake to provide the second
authority with changes to information which becomes available as part
of the original notification.

 
8.  Industry encourages and would assist in the development for an OECD

notification and assessment information sharing mechanism by which
OECD countries may share publicly available notification  and
assessment information.
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