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General comments 

CHEM Trust supports the restriction of PFHxA, its salts and related substances and 
welcomes the inclusion of paper and board food contact materials without derogations in 
the scope of the restriction.  

 

Transition period 

We note that the general transition period of 18 months proposed by the dossier submitter 
and supported by RAC in its opinion has been extended to 36 months in SEAC’s opinion. 
CHEM Trust’s view is that such a long transition period is not justified for most uses and 
applications, in particular for paper and board food packaging. This sector is one of the 
main contributors to environmental emissions of PFHxA, its salts and related substances 
as concluded by RAC.  

CHEM Trust alongside 8 NGO partners performed PFAS analysis of disposable food 
packaging present on the European market in 2020.  

Straková, J., Schneider, J., Cingotti, N. et al., 2021. Throwaway Packaging, Forever 
Chemicals: European wide survey of PFAS in disposable food packaging and tableware. 
54p https://chemtrust.org/wp-content/uploads/PFASreport_FCM_May2021.pdf   

Our study confirms the widespread current use of PFAS for the treatment of paper, board 
and moulded fibre food packaging in Europe, but also shows that PFAS-free packaging is 
available on the market.  

A key result from our joint study is that regulation is the strongest incentive for companies 
to move away from the use of PFAS in food packaging. The same packaging item (a 
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French fries bag) from the same company (McDonald’s) was tested in three different 
countries with different national regulation regarding the use of PFAS in food packaging. 
Our results showed that McDonald’s was able to find alternative for its packaging and 
comply with the Danish regulation with an 8 months notice (The PFAS ban in food 
packaging was officially announced in September 2019 and entered into force in July 
2020). But it also showed that without the regulatory incentive, the company keep using 
PFAS in other countries (Czech Republic and United Kingdom as of December 2020). 

SEAC long transition period of 36 months is justify to accommodate transition for certain 
specific uses listed in Table 1 of SEAC's draft opinion. By doing so, it will lead to 18 more 
months of environmental emissions from sectors such as paper and board and textile 
which are the main sectors of emissions as concluded by RAC and for which the 
availability of alternatives has been demonstrated. The worrying properties of this PFAS 
compound have been known for many years and it does not come as a surprise to 
companies that it is high time for swift exposure reductions. 

CHEM Trust recommends a general transition period no longer than 18 months to 
limit the environmental stock of PFHxA to which current and future generations of 
people and wildlife will be exposed.  

 

Derogation and reporting 

CHEM Trust is concern that derogations for certain specific uses are being given without 
any time limit. Without time limit, there will be no incentive for the sectors concerned to 
innovate and develop PFHxA-free alternatives. 

CHEM Trust recommends setting a default time limit for all derogations, including 
the ones listed in paragraph 8 of SEAC's proposition for the conditions of the 
restriction. 

Moreover, CHEM Trust is also concerned that for most derogations, no risk management 
measures are being specified. Derogations should not be a free pass to keep emitting in 
the environment the chemicals of concerned targeted by the restriction.  

CHEM Trust welcomes the reporting requirements for all derogations in the sake of 
transparency and to inform future revision of the restriction. Incentive to limit emissions 
from derogated uses could be given in the reporting requirements. 

CHEM Trust recommends adding the following caveat to paragraph 9 of SEAC's 
proposition for the conditions of the restriction to ensure that emissions related to 
the derogated uses are being limited: 

• 10. C) A description of the efforts to reduce emissions at the production, use and 
end of life stages of the mixture or article. 
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