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FIGO: International Federation of Gynecology and Obstetrics



1. First time for legally binding criteria
2. Implement existing EU laws
3. Identifying EDs correctly to better 

protect people and wildlife
4. Incentives for further research and 

use of safer alternatives

ED criteria – what`s at stake ?



EDCFree Europe coalition



Consumers demanding 
ED free products



 Several EU policies foresee replacement provisions for  
harmful chemicals (CMRs, PBTs, EDs)

 Identification based on intrinsic properties (CLP)
 7th Environment Action Programme to 2020 

 Minimising exposures to EDs
 Strategy for a Toxic-free environment by 2018

 EU Sustainable use directive: Integrated pest management

EU laws address EDsas chemicals of concern



Our recommendations 
1. Identification of EDCs needs to work!
2. Keep potency out of the criteria 
3. No addition of risk assessment considerations
4. Categories to reflect different levels of scientific knowledge

ED suspected ED some in vivo/in vitro evidence



CHEM Trust view on ED criteria
(EC proposal November 2016)

a) Identification of ED
b) Regulatory changes to PPPR



An active substance, safener or synergist…
…shows an adverse effect  an intact organism or its progeny ……has an endocrine mode of action, i.e. alters function of endocrine system…the adverse effect is a consequence of the endocrine mode of action…

Ensuring ED identification works

The level of evidence required should be realistic:Focus on altered function of endocrine system + biological plausible link 



Implications for other EU laws

 Cosmetic Products
 Medical Devices
 REACH
 Others: toys, food packaging…



CHEM Trust view on ED criteria
(EC proposal November 2016)

a) Identification of ED
b) Regulatory changes to PPPR



Problematic Changes to PPPR
 From negligible exposure to negligible risk
 Study by ClientEarth: COM oversteps mandate
 EU Parliament and countries raised concerns
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Guidance:
• Adversity
• Mode of action
• Biological plausible link
• Human and population relevance

Update of test requirements in laws:
• Identifying gaps
• Swiftly add new tests and when they become available

Next steps



 Case by case assessments to identify EDCs
 Update and develop screens and tests to identify EDCs (MoA)
 Develop tests with endpoints relevant to human diseases

Needed beyond EDC criteria:
Data to support identifying EDCs



Moving ahead

 JRC EASIS database
 Denmark`s EDC Priority List
 ChemSec`s SIN List 
 UNEP`s list of lists
 TDEX (The Endocrine Disruption Exchange)
 REACH Candidate list and CoRaP
 Company lists





Chemical Footprint project





Conclusions

 Current proposal should be improved to allow identification without introducing of additional risk elements
 Databases & lists are starting points to plan exposure reduction
 Guidance and expanding of tests & screens for identification crucial
 EDC criteria: an opportunity with global importance
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