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MS REACH Reporting Questionnaire, modified to include Latvia

General Information

Which Member State are you reporting for?

Lv

What reporting period are you reporting on?

2010

Primary contact person's name.

Arnis Ludborzs (LVGMC), Anda Stiebre (VIDM)

person.

Please provide an email address for the primary contact

arnis.ludborzs@lvgmc.lv; anda.stiebre@vidm.gov.lv

Theme 1 - Information on the Competent Authority

REACH?

How many Competent Authorities are responsible for

There is one Competent Authority responsible for REACH.

One Competent Authority Responsible for REACH

What is the name of the organisation where the
Competent Authority is situated?

Latvijas Vides, geologijas un meteorologijas centrs
(LVGMC)

What is the address of the organisation?

Maskavas iela 165, Riga, LV-1019, Latvija

What is the email address of the organisation?

lvgmc@lvgmec.lv

What is the telephone number of the organisation?

+371 67032600

What is the fax number of the organisation?

+371 67145154

What part of REACH does this part of the Competent All

Authority deal with?

From what part of Government does this part of the Environment

Competent Authority have authority from?

Are employees in the Competent Authority directly No

employed by Government (civil servants)?

What skills do staff in this part of the Competent Chemistry

Authority have? Toxicology
Ecotoxicity
CLP

What other chemical legislation are the staff of the Import/Export

REACH CA involved in? Biocides
Other

If Other, please list the different legislations here

Uztur Kimisko vielu un maistjumu datu bazi saskana ar
Latvijas Republikas Kimisko vielu likumu un Ministru
kabineta 2002.gada 22.oktobra noteikumiem Nr.466
"Noteikumi par Kimisko vielu un kKimisko produktu
uzskaites kartibu un datu bazi".

Are there any other institutions that the Competent
Authority works with in relation to REACH issues?

Yes

Please list the other institutions that the Competent
Authority works with.

Politikas limen1: Vides ministrija (VIDM) Veselibas
ministrija (VM) Ekonomikas ministrija (EM) Kontroles
institucijas: Veselibas inspekcija (V1) Valsts vides
dienests (VVD) Valsts darba inspekcija (VDI) Patérétaju
tiesibu aizsardzibas centrs (PTAC)




Does the Competent Authority outsource any of its work? No

How adequately resourced is the Competent Authority? 3

Space is available below to provide further comments on Finansu resursi ir loti ierobeZoti. Tehniskie resursi ir
the resourcing of the Competent Authority. adekvati. Cilvékresursi - 1,6 cilv./gada visu $aja sadala
minéto pienakumu izpildisanai.

Theme 2 - Information on Cooperation and Communication with other Member States, the
European Chemicals Agency (ECHA) and the Commission

How effective is communication between MS for REACH? 7

How could effectiveness of communication between MS
be improved?

How effective is collaboration between MS for REACH? 7

How could effectiveness of collaboration between MS be
improved?

Are there any special projects/cooperation on chemicals Yes
that the MS participates in with other MS outside of
REACH?

Please provide further information. Veselibas Inspekcija darbojas Chemical Legislation
European Enforcement Network (CLEEN). Péd€&jais
harmonizétais uzraudzibas projekts, kura Veselibas
Inspekcija ir piedalijusies ir CLEEN harmonizétais
uzraudzibas projekts "Eurobiocides”. Vides ministrija
koordiné jautajumus attieciba uz Stratégisku pieeju
starptautiskaja kimisko vielu parvaldiba (SAICM), ka art
attieciba uz Intergovernmental Forum on Chemical
Safety (IFCS). Valsts Darba Inspekcija ir iesaistijusies
Senior Labour Inspectors Committee (SLIC).

How effective is MS communication with ECHA? 6

How could effectiveness of communication with ECHA be
improved?

How effective is MS collaboration with ECHA? 6

How could effectiveness of collaboration with ECHA be
improved?

How effective is MS communication with the Commission 7
(specifically Article 133 Committee)?

How could effectiveness of communication with the
Commission be improved?

How effective is MS collaboration with the Commission 8
(specifically Article 133 Committee)?

How could effectiveness of collaboration with the
Commission be improved?

Has use been made of the safeguard clause of REACH No
(Art. 129)?




Theme 3 - Operation of the National Helpdesk and Provision of Communication to the
Public of Information on Risks of Substances

Please provide the name of the organisation responsible Latvijas Vides, geologijas un meteorologijas centrs

for operating the National Helpdesk for REACH. (LVGMC)

What is the address of the Helpdesk? Maskavas iela 165, Riga, LV-1019, Latvija
What is the web page address of the Helpdesk? http://www.lvgmc.lv/chemical/

What is the email address of the Helpdesk? REACH®@lvgmc.lv

What is the telephone number of the Helpdesk? +371 67032027

What is the fax number of the Helpdesk? +371 67145154

Are there any more organisations responsible for No

operating the National Helpdesk for REACH?

Please indicate the number of each type of staff that are involved in the Helpdesk.

Toxicologist 0
Ecotoxicologist 0
Chemist 1-5
Risk Assessor 0
Economist 0
Social Scientist 0
Exposure Assessor 0
Other (please list) 0

If you have specified that there are a number of other
staff that are involved in the Helpdesk, please list the

type of staff here.

Is the same Helpdesk used to provide help to Industry on Yes
CLP?

Does the Helpdesk receive any non-governmental No
support?

How many enquiries does the Helpdesk receive per year? 101-1000

In what format can enquiries be received by the Email
Helpdesk? Phone
Fax
Letter
How are the majority of enquiries received? Email
Do you provide specific advice to SME's? No

Who are the majority of enquiries from? No information




What type of enquiries does the Helpdesk receive? Pre-registration
SIEFs
Registration
REACH-IT
Authorisation
Downstream user obligations
Restriction
Obligations regarding articles
Safety Data Sheets
Enforcement
SVHC
CLP

For each type of enquiry received, please provide the proportion in percentage of the total

enquiries.
Pre-registration (%) 14
Registration (%) 20
Authorisation (%) 1
Restriction (%) 1
Enforcement (%) 9
CLP (%) 8
SIEFs (%) 5
REACH-IT (%) 7
Downstream user obligations (%) 27
Obligations regarding articles (%) 2
Safety Data Sheets (%) 3
SVHC (%) 1

What proportion of enquiries received are deemed to be 1) straight forward, 2) complex,
OR No information

Straight forward (%). 80
Complex (%). 20
No information (%). 0

How long, on average, does it take to respond to the following types of questions?

Straight forward questions 1 day
Complex questions 2 weeks
Are any types of enquiry outsourced? No

Does the Helpdesk seek feedback on its performance? Yes

Does the Helpdesk review its performance and consider  Yes
ways to improve its effectiveness?

What level of cooperation is there between Helpdesks?

What level of cooperation is there between Helpdesks 4
under REHCORN?




What level of cooperation is there between Helpdesks 3
outside REHCORN?

How frequently do you use RHEP? Daily

Has the MS carried out any specific public awarness No

raising activities?

Do you have a REACH webpage/website? Yes

Do you have a single webpage for REACH or multiple Multiple webpages
pages?

How frequently is the REACH webpage visited (per No information
month)?

Please describe the scope of the number of REACH Nav informacijas.

webpage visits.

Theme 4 - Information on the Promotion of the Development, Evaluation and Use of
Alternative Test Methods

Does the MS contribute to EU and/or OECD work on the  No
development and validation of alternative test methods
by participating in relevant committees?

What has been the overall public funding on research Euros 0-10,000
and development of alternative testing in your MS each
year?

Theme 5 - Information on Participation in REACH Committees (FORUM, MS, RAC, SEAC,
CARACAL, PEG, RCN, REHCORN)

On a scale of 1-10, how effective do you think the work 8
of the Committees associated with REACH are?

How could the effectiveness of the Committees be
improved?

Theme 6 - Information on Substance Evaluation Activities

2010 Reporting

Please name the organisations/institutions that are
involved in the evaluation process.

Please indicate the number of each type of staff that are involved in substance evaluation.

Toxicologist

Ecotoxicologist

Chemist

Risk Assessor

Socio-Economic Analyst

Exposure Assessor

Other (please list)

If you have specified that there are a number of other
staff that are involved in substance evaluation, please
list the type of staff here.




Please list the names of the substances covered in the
dossiers that the MS has commented upon.

Please list the names of the substances covered in the
dossiers where a draft decision has been made.

Please list the names of the substances covered in the
dossiers that the MS has rapporteured.

Please list the names of the substances covered in the
dossiers that the MS has completed.

How long, on average, does evaluation of a dossier take?

How many transitional dossiers has the MS completed?

How many substances has the MS added to the
Community Rolling Action Plan?

How many of ECHA's draft decisions on dossier evaluation
has the MS commented on?

Theme 7 - Annex XV Dossiers

How many of each type of dossier has the MS prepared?

CLP 0
Restriction 0
Identification of SVHC 0
Is the time spent following up your MS dossiers 1
reasonable?

Space is available below to provide further comments on XV pielikuma dosjé netika sagatavoti.
how reasonable the time spent following up your MS
dossiers was.

How many of each type of dossier are rapporteured?

CLP 0
Restriction 0
Identification of SVHC 0
Is the time spent following up rapporteured dossiers 1
reasonable?

Space is available below to provide further comments on Nav sagatavoti zinojumi par XV pielikuma dosjé.
how reasonable the time spent following up your
rapporteured dossiers was.

How many of each type of dossier are co-rapporteured?

CLP 0

Restriction 0

Identification of SVHC 0




Is the time spent following up co-rapporteured dossiers 1
reasonable?

Space is available below to provide further comments on Latvija nav bijusi (idzzinotaja kadam no XV pielikuma
how reasonable the time spent following up your co- dosje.
rapporteured dossiers was.

How many dossiers prepared by other MS has the MS contributed to or commented upon?

CLP 0
Restriction 0
Identification of SVHC >9

How many dossiers prepared by ECHA has the MS contributed to or commented upon?

Restriction 0

Identification of SVHC 0

What expertise is available for preparing dossiers?

Chemist 1-3
Toxicologist 1-3
Ecotoxicologist 1-3
Economist

Enforcement 1-3
Legal

Policy 1-3
Exposure

CLP 1-3

Other (please list)

If you have specified that there is other expertise is
available for preparing CLH dossiers, please provide
details here.

Is the MS able to access external specialists? Yes
What types of external specialists does the MS have Toksikologs, ekotoksikologs.
access to?

Is the MS satisfied with the levels of access to expertise? 3

Has there been any industry involvement in the No
preparation of MS dossiers?

Theme 8 - Information on Enforcement Activities




General Information

Please enter the MAIN enforcing authority for REACH
within the Member State.

Veselibas ministrijas parraudziba esosa Veselibas
inspekcija - atbildiga par kimisko vielu un maistjumu
tirgus uzraudzibu.

Is there more than one enforcing authority for REACH
within the Member State?

Yes

Please provide details on the other enforcing authorities
for REACH within the Member State.

Valsts vides dienests Valsts darba Inspekcija Patérétaju
tiesibu aizsardzibas centrs

Enforcement Strategy

Has an overall strategy (or strategies) been devised and No
implemented for the enforcement of REACH?
If No, are there any plans for making an enforcement Yes

strategy (or strategies)?

Comments

Mérkis - nodrosinat REACH regulas prasibas “nav datu,
nav tirgus” izpildi, veicot valsts uzraudzibu un kontroli
uznémumos, kas kKimiskas vielas un Kimiskas vielas
maisijumos laiz tirgl un izplata. 2007. - 2009. gadam -
prasibu drosibas datu lapam izpildes uzraudziba,
uznémumu informé&sana par kimisko vielu provizorisko
registraciju/registraciju. 2009. - 2010. gadi -
provizoriskas registracijas/ registracijas prasibu izpildes
un prasibu drosibas datu lapam uzraudziba. Uznémumi
kontrolei tika izvéléti péc sadiem kritérijiem: « Latvija
piedava tirdznieciba bistamas kimiskas vielas, kuras tiek
razotas $aja uznémuma, un/vai importétas no tresajam
valstim apjoma 1t un vairak gada; « Latvija piedava
tirdznieciba bistamas kimiskas vielas maisijumos,
maisTjumi tiek razoti un/vai importéti tados apjomos
$aja uznémuma, un/vai importéti no treSajam valstim un
vielas apjoms gada varétu bat 1t un vairak.

Co-ordination, co-operation and exchange of information




Please outline of the mechanisms put in place to ensure
good cooperation, coordination and exchange of
information on REACH enforcement between enforcing
authorities and the Competent Authority.

1. 2006. gada Vides ministrija izveidoja Kimiskas
drosibas darba grupu (Vides ministrijas 10.07.2006.
rikojums Nr. 357), lai sekmétu Stratégiskas pieejas

starptautiskaja kimisko vielu parvaldiba (SAICM)

Tstenosanu Latvija un veicinatu integrétu pieeju Kimisko
vielu jautajumus skaroso starptautisko konvenciju
Tsteno$ana un sinergiju un sadarbibu starp $im
konvencijam atbildigajam institucijam, ka ar1 lai pilditu
REACH regulas prasibas un izskatitu problémjautajumus,
kas saistiti ar Kimisko vielu un kimisko produktu
parvaldibas normativo aktu ieviesanu. 2006.gada
novembrT pie Kimiskas drosibas darba grupas tika
izveidota Uzraudzibas apaksgrupa, lai uzlabotu
institucionalo sadarbibu un veicinatu REACH regulas
prasibu izpildes kontroli. Uzraudzibas darba grupa ir
parstavetas visas uzraudziba ietaisitas iestades un
REACH kompetenta iestade Latvija. Darba grupai notiek
regularas sanaksmes, kura tiek apspriesti aktuali
jautajumi, t.sk. uzraudzibas darba planosana un
koordingésana, informacijas apmaina par kontrolu
rezultatiem. 2. Veselibas inspekcijai ir vienosanas ar
Latvijas kompetento iestadi “Latvijas Vides, geologijas
un meteorologijas centru” (LVGMC) par sadarbibu.
LVGMC nodrosina pieeju nepiecieSamajiem datiem par
Kimisko vielu registraciju, notiek kopigas sanaksmes,
kuras iestades apmainas ar aktualo informaciju. 3.
Veselibas inspekcija izmanto iesp&ju caur Foruma
parstavi uzdot jautajumus citam dalibvalstim vai nodot
informaciju par konstatétam neatbilstibam, notiek art
informacijas apmaina ar citu dalibvalstu uzraudzibas
iestadém izmantojot e-saraksti (Igaunija, Lietuva,
Cehija, Polija). 4. Veselibas Inspekcija piedalijas ECHA
Foruma pirmaja harmonizétaja uzraudzibas projekta
REACH_EN_FORCE_1.




Describe how these mechanisms have operated in
practice during the reporting period (e.g. regular
meetings, joint training, joint inspections, co-ordinated
projects and so on).

1. Kimiskas drosibas darba grupa - regularas sanaksmes;
2. Kimiskas drosibas grupas Uzraudzibas apaksgrupa: a.
Regularas sanaksmes; b. Kopigas apmacibas; c. Kopigas
kontroles- Veselibas inspekcija un Valsts darba
inspekcija. 3. Sadarbiba ar LVGMC: a. Regularas
sanaksmes; b. LVGMC ekspertu piedalisanas kontrolés
(sniedzot eksperta atbalstu inspektoriem un
uznémumiem); c. Kopigas apmacibas. 4. Ar citam
dalibvalstim: a. ECHA Foruma sanaksmes; b. Sarakste ar
citu dalibvalstu uzraudzibas iestadem; c. ECHA Foruma
koordinétais uzraudzibas projekts REACH_EN_FORCE1 i.
Veselibas inspekcijas parstavis bija projekta nacionalais
koordinators; ii. Nacionalais koordinators organizéja
apmacibas ari citu uzraudzibas iestazu parstavjiem un
sniedza metodisko atbalstu projekta realizacijas laika;
iii. Veica kontroles uznémumos saskana ar projekta
vadlinijam; iv. Sagatavoja un iesniedza zinojumu
uzraudzibas projekta darba grupai ECHA Foruma.

2010 Reporting

Describe the inspection and investigation strategy and
methodology.

Sakotnéjais mérkis - kontrolét ka kKimisko vielu razotaji
un importétaji izpilda prasibas esoso vielu provizoriskai
registracijai/registracijai, ka ari to, ka tiek izpilditas
prasibas drosibas datu lapam. Nemot véra Veselibas
inspekcijas pieejamos resursus, prioritari tika izvéleti
uznémumi péc sadiem kritérijiem: o Latvija piedava
tirdznieciba Kimiskas vielas, kuras tiek raZotas saja
uznémuma, un/vai importétas no tresajam valstim
apjoma 1t un vairak gada; « Veikta vismaz 5 Kimisko
vielu provizoriska registracija. Planosanas procesa tika
izmantoti sadi informacijas avoti: « Saraksts ar
uznémumiem, kas provizoriski registréjusi kimiskas vielas
ECHA lidz 2008. gada 1. decembrim, e Valsts ienémuma
dienesta Muitas noliktavas datu baze par uznémumiem,
kas veikusi Kimisko vielu importu laika perioda no 2007. -
2009. gadam; « Pieejama informacija Interneta par

konkréta uznémuma Kimisko vielu tirdzniecibu.
Veselibas inspekcija informé&ja uznémumus par
planotajam kontrol&ém REACH-EN-FORCE 1 ietvaros un
par to, kadiem dokumentiem jabut pieejamiem
inspektoriem kontroles laika. Kontroles laika tika
parbaudits vai uznémuma esosa informacija sakrit ar
ECHA pieejamo informaciju par Kimiskajam vielam,
piecam vielam un/vai maistjumiem tika kontrolétas
drosibas datu lapas (vai ir drosibas datu lapas, vai tas ir
latviesu valoda un vai drosibas datu lapam ir visas
noteiktas sadalas). JaatzZimé, ka drosibas datu lapu
prasibas tika kontrolétas ar1 kontrolés arpus REACH-EN-
FORCE 1 projekta (GOS saturoso produktu uzraudzibas

mrAanrammaac iatiiarar bantral RiAat mmaaaRianan ITd=ALLA




prougiaiiiiias icuvaius, RUIILIULCJUL TTidsgaddliidd> UULTniuS,
biocidus u.c.). Veselibas inspekcija kontroles veic
uznémumos, iznémums ir uzdoto korektivo darbibu
izpildes kontrole, kad dokumenti tiek izskatiti Veselibas
inspekcijas telpas.

Describe the level and extent of monitoring activities. -

Describe sanctions available to enforcing authorities. Tiestbas uzdot (rakstiska veida) veikt korektivas
darbibas. Tiesibas administrativi sodit (naudas sods).
Tiestbas nodot lietu tiesai - kriminalais sods (naudas sods
un brivibas atnemsana (ja nodarits bitisks kait&jums
cilvekam, videi vai mantai)). Produkta iznpemsana
(withdrawal) no tirgus. Produkta tirdzniecibas
apturésana uz laiku lidz parkapumi tiek noveérsti.
Tiesibas uzdot atsaukt produktu no tirgus.

Describe the referrals from ECHA. -

Describe the referrals from other Member States. Igaunija un Lietuva par ierobeZojumu vielam maistjumos
neievérosanu.

Describe any other measures/relevant information.

2007

Dutyholders

Provide an estimate of the total number of dutyholders 1068
who are likely to have duties imposed on them by REACH.

Provide an estimate of the above dutyholders who are 0
likely to constitute registrants as defined by REACH.

What was the total number of inspections and 371
investigations carried out by enforcing authorities in

which REACH was discussed and/or enforced for this

year?

State the number of manufacturer dutyholders subject 0
to inspections and investigations.

Were these mainly: Small-Medium

State the number of importer dutyholders subject to 143
inspections and investigations.

Were these mainly: Small-Medium

State the number of distributors subject to inspections 45
and investigations.




Were these mainly: Small-Medium

State the number of downstream users subject to 19

inspections and investigations.

Were these mainly: Small-Medium
Inspections

State the number of inspections that addressed 0

registration.

State the number these cases which were non-compliant. 0

State the number of inspections that addressed 207
information in the supply chain.

State the number these cases which were non-compliant. 61

State the number of inspections that addressed 0
downstream use.

State the number these cases which were non-compliant. 0

State the number of inspections that addressed 0
authorisation.

State the number these cases which were non-compliant. 0

State the number of inspections that addressed 0
restriction.

State the number these cases which were non-compliant. 0

State the number of inspections that addressed other 0
REACH duties.

State the number these cases which were non-compliant. 0

Investigations
State the number of investigations prompted by 3
complaints and concerns raised.
State the number of investigations prompted by 1
incidents or dangerous occurrences.
State the number of investigations prompted by 0

monitoring.

State the number of investigations prompted by results 145
of inspection/follow up activities.

State the number of inspections and investigations 248
resulting in no areas of non-compliance.

State the number of inspections and investigations 124
resulting in verbal or written advice.

State the number of inspections and investigations 77
resulting in formal enforcement short of legal

proceedings.

State the number of inspections and investigations 0

resulting in initiation of legal proceedings.




State the number of convictions following legal 0
proceedings.

Enforcement
State the number of manufacturers subject to formal 0
enforcement.
Were these mainly: Small
State the number of importers subject to formal 66

enforcement.

Were these mainly:

Small-Medium

State the number of distributors subject to formal
enforcement.

Were these mainly:

Small-Medium

State the number of downstream users subject to formal

enforcement.

Were these mainly:

Small-Medium

2008

Dutyholders
Provide an estimate of the total number of dutyholders 1125
who are likely to have duties imposed on them by REACH.
Provide an estimate of the above dutyholders who are 0
likely to constitute registrants as defined by REACH.
What was the total number of inspections and 244
investigations carried out by enforcing authorities in
which REACH was discussed and/or enforced for this
year?
State the number of manufacturer dutyholders subject 1

to inspections and investigations.

Were these mainly:

Small-Medium

State the number of importer dutyholders subject to
inspections and investigations.

101

Were these mainly:

Small-Medium

State the number of distributors subject to inspections
and investigations.

Were these mainly:

Small-Medium

State the number of downstream users subject to
inspections and investigations.

26

Were these mainly:

Small-Medium

Inspections




State the number of inspections that addressed 5
registration.

State the number these cases which were non-compliant. 0

State the number of inspections that addressed 131
information in the supply chain.

State the number these cases which were non-compliant. 68

State the number of inspections that addressed 0
downstream use.

State the number these cases which were non-compliant. 0

State the number of inspections that addressed 0
authorisation.

State the number these cases which were non-compliant. 0

State the number of inspections that addressed 0
restriction.

State the number these cases which were non-compliant. 0

State the number of inspections that addressed other 0
REACH duties.

State the number these cases which were non-compliant. 0

Investigations
State the number of investigations prompted by 1
complaints and concerns raised.
State the number of investigations prompted by 1
incidents or dangerous occurrences.
State the number of investigations prompted by 0

monitoring.

State the number of investigations prompted by results 180
of inspection/follow up activities.

State the number of inspections and investigations 138
resulting in no areas of non-compliance.
State the number of inspections and investigations 109
resulting in verbal or written advice.
State the number of inspections and investigations 47
resulting in formal enforcement short of legal
proceedings.
State the number of inspections and investigations 0
resulting in initiation of legal proceedings.
State the number of convictions following legal 0
proceedings.

Enforcement
State the number of manufacturers subject to formal 0
enforcement.

Were these mainly: Small-Medium




State the number of importers subject to formal 38
enforcement.

Were these mainly: Small-Medium
State the number of distributors subject to formal 1
enforcement.

Were these mainly: Medium

State the number of downstream users subject to formal 6
enforcement.

Were these mainly: Small-Medium

2009

Dutyholders

Provide an estimate of the total number of dutyholders 1111
who are likely to have duties imposed on them by REACH.

Provide an estimate of the above dutyholders who are 0
likely to constitute registrants as defined by REACH.

What was the total number of inspections and 235
investigations carried out by enforcing authorities in

which REACH was discussed and/or enforced for this

year?

State the number of manufacturer dutyholders subject 1
to inspections and investigations.

Were these mainly: Small-Medium

State the number of importer dutyholders subject to 67
inspections and investigations.

Were these mainly: Small-Medium

State the number of distributors subject to inspections 50
and investigations.

Were these mainly: Small-Medium

State the number of downstream users subject to 15

inspections and investigations.

Were these mainly: Small-Medium
Inspections

State the number of inspections that addressed 14

registration.

State the number these cases which were non-compliant. 0

State the number of inspections that addressed 137
information in the supply chain.

State the number these cases which were non-compliant. 57




State the number of inspections that addressed
downstream use.

State the number these cases which were non-compliant. 0
State the number of inspections that addressed 0
authorisation.
State the number these cases which were non-compliant. 0
State the number of inspections that addressed 4
restriction.
State the number these cases which were non-compliant. 1
State the number of inspections that addressed other 3
REACH duties.
State the number these cases which were non-compliant. 0
Investigations
State the number of investigations prompted by 12
complaints and concerns raised.
State the number of investigations prompted by 1
incidents or dangerous occurrences.
State the number of investigations prompted by 0
monitoring.
State the number of investigations prompted by results 183
of inspection/follow up activities.
State the number of inspections and investigations 158
resulting in no areas of non-compliance.
State the number of inspections and investigations 127
resulting in verbal or written advice.
State the number of inspections and investigations 33
resulting in formal enforcement short of legal
proceedings.
State the number of inspections and investigations 0
resulting in initiation of legal proceedings.
State the number of convictions following legal 0
proceedings.
Enforcement
State the number of manufacturers subject to formal 0

enforcement.

Were these mainly:

No information

State the number of importers subject to formal
enforcement.

18

Were these mainly:

Small-Medium

State the number of distributors subject to formal
enforcement.

14

Were these mainly:

Small-Medium




State the number of downstream users subject to formal 1
enforcement.

Were these mainly: Small-Medium

Theme 9 - Information on the Effectiveness of REACH on the Protection of Human Health
and the Environment, and the Promotion of Alternative Methods, and Innovation and
Competition

Do you think that the effects of REACH would be better EU
evaluated at a Member State (MS) or EU level?

What parameters are available at MS level that could be Registracijas prasibu izpilde (% no uznémumiem, kam

used to assess the effectiveness of REACH in a baseline  vajadz&ja veikt registraciju); Informacijas nodro$inasana

study? izplatisanas kéde (% no kontrolétajiem uznémumiem, %
no kontrolétajam vielam/maistjumiem).

Theme 10 - Other Issues/Recommendations/ldeas

Please provide any further information on the
implementation of REACH that the MS considers relevant.

Do you wish to upload documents in support of this No
submission
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