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Who are we?

Membership

Represents producers, importers and users 
of the many potential substances

that fall within the broad definition of PFAS.
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Vision – in a nutshell

We understand and support the need for balanced regulatory action on PFAS.

We seek to aid EU policymakers in achieving the ambitions set out in the EU Green Deal.

Aim is to come jointly to a final regulatory measure which:

• is science-informed, implementable, and enforceable; 

• enables the EU to meet its Green Deal, economic and other policy objectives.

Our plans:

• obtain common understanding of what a PFAS restriction under REACH may look like,

• collaborate and engage in constructive dialogues with all EU stakeholders, 

• support further research and data generation to fill potential data gaps.

Introducing FluoroProducts and PFAS for Europe
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The U-PFAS restriction proposal: PFAS applications
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The U-PFAS restriction proposal
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The proposal imposes a ban on the manufacturing, placing on the 
market and use of PFAS as a substance on their own or as a constituent, 
together with a ban on placing on the market of mixtures or articles 
containing PFAS above a specific concentration level, and includes use 
specific derogations.​  

The U-PFAS restriction proposal
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Which PFAS are included? fluoropolymers, perfluoropolyethers, F-gases and side-chain 
fluorinated polymers. It follows the OECD’s 2021 definition

Why did the Competent Authorities launch the restriction? PFAS definition: emissions 
need to be addressed (estimated emissions of about 4.4 million tones over 30 years if no action 
taken), substance main concern persistence but there are other concerns (mobility, toxicity, ….) 
that vary among PFASs.



5 Time-unlimited derogations:
• Active substances in biocidal products (with a reporting obligation).
• Active substances in plant protection products in (with a reporting obligation).
• Active substances in human & veterinary medicinal products (with a reporting obligation).
• Calibration of measurements instruments and as analytical reference material.
• Refrigerants in HVACR- equipment's in buildings where national safety standards and building codes 

prohibit the use of alternatives.

44 Time-limited derogations (6.5 or 13.5 years after EiF):
Covering very specific industrial uses, medical devices, refrigerants, textiles incl. Personal protective 
equipment (PPE), uses in food contact materials, membranes in fuel cells, in transport applications, etc.

The U-PFAS restriction proposal
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Most derogations are linked to different obligations: reporting and site-specific management plans
Derogations are not granted in the final text 



• PFAS used in industry settings are under the scope of the restriction and mostly 
banned.

• Derogations on biocidal, plant protection and human & veterinary medicinal 
products do not cover the production of those products.

• 44 time-limited derogations mostly for very specific uses. 
• At this stage, consumer uses are proposed to be banned with few exceptions.

Our preliminary conclusions / analysis
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If a use is not derogated = banned 18m after Entry into Force (EiF)
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*Assuming the earliest possible timeline. 
**Commission regulation adopted by implementing acts 

The restriction proposal: restriction process

Development of the opinion in ECHA

Publication of the 
dossier

February 2023

6-month consultation
22 Mar ‘23 – 25 Sep ’23

60-day  
consultation on 

SEAC DO

RAC opinion development

SEAC opinion development

2023-2024*

ECHA sends compiled 
opinions to COM

Adoption of the 
Commission 
Regulation

2021-2023 2024-2026*

Regulatory process**

Commission 
draft proposal

REACH 
Committee

Dossier 
Preparation

Scrutiny by 
EP & Council

SEAC publishes 
draft opinion (DO)

Commission draft 
proposal to WTO

WE
ARE

HERE
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1 Inventory of PFAS used in industrial equipment
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Objective and approach

Study investigated PFAS presence in 
chemical industry plants, reviewed 
potential alternatives, and assessed 

impacts

600 question survey of 111 Cefic 
members, covering 1421 plants, 

advanced analytics of 1 M technical 
articles and more than 100k data 

points from publicly available OEM 
datasheets and engineering books, 

analysis of 166K PFAS-related patent 
filings
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Highlights from its findings

PFAS found in several thousand of industrial equipment in a chemical plant – main 
applications valves, gaskets and coatings

Fluoropolymers and F-gases are the main PFAS types in chemical equipment

PFAS use is justified by unique combination of performance properties (chemical resistance, 
thermal resistance, mechanical strength, low coefficient of friction, waste/moisture 
resistance)

Some potential substitutes identified for specific use cases BUT most do not meet the 
combined performance requirements. Once alternatives are identified, expectations is that 
it will take 10+ years to replace
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Highlights from its findings

Should a restriction on 
PFAS in industrial 

equipment be adopted, 
the impact on existing 

plants and on new 
investments expected 

to be profound

For existing plants, when 
alternatives are identified, 
6-24 months of shutdown 

/20-50% of new built 
CAPEX/ 6-12 months of 

client requalification 
process/2-3 times higher 
maintenance expenditure 

would be required 

For new investments, a 
15-60% CAPEX 

increase/2-3 times 
higher maintenance 
expenditure/lower 

plant availability are 
anticipated
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2 Assessment of economic impact on manufacturers and sample of downstream users
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Assessment of business and business-driven economic cost impacts of a universal PFAS 
restriction on PFAS manufacturers/ importers and downstream users of PFAS-containing and/ 
or -using products

Covers PFAS manufacturers/importers and a sample of downstream users of PFAS-containing 
and/or using products

Followed as far as possible EC Better Regulation Guidelines

Objective and approach
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Considered impacts of 3 scenarios against 2021 baseline

Survey of 13 manufacturers and 173 downstream users from 30 sectors

Data requested was either quantitative, to determine for example expected impacts on 
turnover and on employment, or qualitative to assess for example the availability of 
alternatives

Objective and approach
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Overview of participating DUs sectors

Downstream users’ participation



Page 22

Manufacturers

•Study estimated that they could lose 91% of the PFAS production portfolio

• In terms of employment, expected to see an impact on 30% of their workforce

Participating downstream users

•Size of the ‘total potentially affected product portfolio’ estimated to be around 
63% of their turnover 

•Reported potential employment impacts between 7 and 13%

•Surveyed downstream users only form a sample – impact on whole economy 
will be higher

•Regarding alternatives, 85% stated that there are currently no viable 
alternatives for their PFAS uses available on the market with the same 
properties, technical function and level of performance

Study findings: some highlights
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3
FPP4EU input to the consultation – non-exhaustive list of PFAS 
uses currently missing or only partially covered
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It is the result of a survey completed by more than 50 companies and 
associations.

The goal was to investigate how many PFAS uses were not represented 
in the U-PFAS restriction. It also includes uses that fall outside of the 
sectors thoroughly investigated by the Dossier Submitters.

The list was submitted as part of FPP4EU’s comments to the public 
consultation.

Objectives and approach
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Survey findings: some highlights

53 answers received, 299 partially covered uses, 596 missed uses, 
answers are not filtered.

Sectors reporting inadequate coverage include industrial settings, 
transport, health, electronics and energy. 
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• 5,600+ comments

• 4,400+ organisations, companies 
and individuals submitted 
comments

* Source: ECHA, https://echa.europa.eu/-/echa-receives-5-600-comments-on-pfas-restriction-proposal 

A snapshot of the input received by ECHA*

https://echa.europa.eu/-/echa-receives-5-600-comments-on-pfas-restriction-proposal


**Commission regulation adopted by implementing acts  

Development of the opinion in ECHA

Publication of the 
dossier

February 2023

6-month consultation
22 Mar ‘23 – 25 Sep ’23

60-day public 
consultation on 

SEAC DO

RAC opinion development

SEAC opinion development

ECHA sends compiled 
opinions to COM

Adoption of the 
Commission 
Regulation

2021-2023

Regulatory process**

Commission 
draft proposal

REACH 
Committee

Dossier 
Preparation

Scrutiny by 
EP & Council

SEAC publishes 
draft opinion (DO)

Commission draft 
proposal to WTO

Potential delays
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The restriction proposal: restriction process



Dossier Submitters decide to withdraw the restriction.

Some hypothetical options in the ECHA process
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UNLIKELY

LIKELY

ECHA’s Committee deliver an Opinion on current proposal, conclusion might 
not be robust enough, and it is up to the Commission to address them.

Dossier Submitters decide to narrow down the scope, focus only on 
well-known sectors/application.
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• Estimation on the deadlines or adoption of the restriction
• Decision on the scope

SOME UNCERTAINTIES

• The discussions in ECHA will be organised by sectors /applications

SOME CERTAINTIES
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Conclusions on the landscape after consultation



• more visibility in the process including the structure of the discussions 
and if possible key deadlines expectations

• additional meeting and workshops, in particular for uses that were not 
sufficiently assessed

• to consider a full exemption for PFAS use related to industrial equipment
• further derogations for PFAS that are needed to fulfil European strategies

PROCESS

DEROGATIONS

How can you help?   

• Raise the topic with your authorities and help us to advocate for needed 
derogations

• Continue mapping your PFAS uses 
• Continue collaborating with us to contribute to the ECHA process

Kind requests (ECHA) 
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