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About CHEM Trust
• A charity working at EU, UK & 

global levels to protect humans 
& wildlife from harmful 
chemicals

• Working with scientists, 
technical processes and 
decision makers, in partnership 
with other civil society groups

• Focus on identification of, and 
action on, hormone disrupting 
chemicals

• See our blog & twitter for more: 
www.chemtrust.org @chemtrust

http://www.chemtrust.org/


Our view of Brexit and REACH
• REACH is the most sophisticated chemicals regulatory system in 

the world
• Chemical regulation is hard – tens of thousands of chemicals in millions of 

applications.
• The UK played an important role in negotiating REACH

• REACH is not perfect, but after 11 years it is making a real 
difference
• See http://www.chemtrust.org/reach-10-years-on/

• Brexit threatens to remove REACH from the UK
• This would have many disadvantages, including for the protection of human 

health and the environment in the UK
• Industry is in agreement, fearing supply chain disruption

• We have worked with the EU and UK chemical industries to highlight these 
issues – including joint letters and adverts – see 
https://www.chemtrust.org/brexit/

http://www.chemtrust.org/reach-10-years-on/
https://www.chemtrust.org/brexit/


UK Government Position
• White Paper, July 2018

• Expressed interest in 
‘associate membership’ of 
ECHA

• Withdrawal Agreement 
& Political Declaration, 
November 2018
• A commitment to ‘explore 

possibility of co-operation with 
ECHA’ and potential  
alignment, see:

https://www.chemtrust.org/
political-declaration-echa/

https://www.chemtrust.org/political-declaration-echa/


How could the UK stay in REACH?
• The minimum that the UK needs to do to stay in REACH 

(our analysis)
• Accept a court – ECJ, EFTA or something very similar
• Accept EU decisions in REACH – UK may be in the room, but 

without a vote (like Norway)
• Retain EU chemical-related laws, including future EU decisions 

& changes (H&S, industrial pollution etc)
• UK must clarify what it wants

• E.g. accepting ECJ & dynamic alignment in environmental standards
• There are benefits for the EU27 of keeping the UK in 

REACH, if the UK follows the rules
• We argue that REACH should be separated from the debates 

around ‘cherry picking’ the single market, free movement etc.



No-deal plans for REACH
• A basic copy-across of 

REACH, but:
• No commitment to mirror EU 

outcomes on hazardous 
chemicals

• Greatly reduced stakeholder 
participation and oversight

• No commitment to update 
regulations in line with REACH

• For our analysis, see
• https://www.chemtrust.org/

chemical-regulation-no-deal-
brexit/

https://www.chemtrust.org/chemical-regulation-no-deal-brexit/


The threat of ‘better regulation’
• A Government statement in June 2018 confirmed that a 

deregulation target of £9 billion has been set for this 
Parliament
• This covers business costs of regulation, benefits are irrelevant

• The existence of such a target, and the processes put in 
place to enforce it, deter regulatory action by government 
departments like DEFRA

• Up until now, EU law has been exempt from these targets
• This will change after the transition period (and if No Deal?)
• A clear disincentive to improve regulations post-Brexit

• See: https://www.linkedin.com/pulse/
uk-government-massively-extend-impact-its-target-michael-warhurst/

https://www.linkedin.com/pulse/uk-government-massively-extend-impact-its-target-michael-warhurst/


UK capacity I: Chemicals in products

• The EU’s RAPEX system is used to notify all EU countries when 

when dangerous products are identified in one country

• Our analysis found that the UK has submitted very few 

notifications of products containing dangerous chemicals

• See: https://www.chemtrust.org/hazardous-products-uk/
• The UK has also not participated in any joint member state 

enforcement projects relating to chemicals from 2010 – 2016

https://www.chemtrust.org/hazardous-products-uk/


UK capacity II: Local Authorities
• In the UK local authorities are responsible for 

most enforcement activity on chemicals in 
consumer products like toys etc.

• CHEM Trust used FOI requests to ask what 
checks councils had been doing:
• 35% of councils said they had tested no products in the last 

five years
• Of those which had done tests, 52% of councils found 

breaches of legal limits
• This study demonstrated a clear lack of funding 

and prioritisation at a national level
• Details: https://www.chemtrust.org/uk-chemical-regulation/

https://www.chemtrust.org/uk-chemical-regulation/


Conclusions
• Staying in REACH is the best way to maintain and improve the 

protection of people and the environment in the UK from 
hazardous chemicals

• There is potential for the UK to remain within REACH:
• during transition, without a vote (if WA/PD ratified)
• after transition if UK accepts conditions & EU27 decides to offer it;
• or if there isn’t a Brexit.

• To have a chance of remaining in REACH post-Brexit, UK must 
ensure all UK chemical-related laws remain aligned with the EU
• Then the argument will be had on whether this is ‘cherry picking’ the single 

market, or whether it also benefits the EU27 & wider world.
• CHEM Trust is campaigning for the UK to stay within REACH, as 

the best option for UK wildlife and human health
• We are talking to the EU27, and to a wide range of stakeholders
• See our Chemicals & Brexit page: http://www.chemtrust.org/brexit/

http://www.chemtrust.org/brexit/

