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To the members of the Commision








Subject: Restriction of the use of certain hazardous substances in electrical and electronic equipment.











Dear Members of the Commission,














		I write to you as CEO of Campine NV, a SME in Northern Belgium. I am very worried about the possible ban of decabromodiphenylether (DECA) under the RoHS directive (Restriction of Hazardous substances) and am therefore happy to be given a chance to raise my concerns via the stakeholder consultation.





Campine NV is one of the few remaining European producers of antimony trioxide, a flame retardant synergist in plastics, paints, sealant, rubber and textile back coating where it is co-used with halogenated compounds usually chlorine or bromine based. Antimony trioxide increases the flame retardant effectiveness of the halogenated compound thereby minimising its addition level. Without antimony trioxide, around twice as much halogen compound would be needed to confer levels of flame retardancy required by legislation. Thousands of lives have been saved and tens of thousands of disfiguring burn injuries have been avoided by the use of antimony trioxide as flame retardant synergist. 





DECA is widely used as halogenated compound in combination with antimony trioxide to flame retard plastics used in e.g. computers, TV’s, electric and electronic equipment and building applications. A substantial part of all masterbatches Campine produces, contain brominated flame retardants in combination with antimony trioxide. Banning DECA in E&E, one of its biggest applications, would have drastic consequences for the employment here at Campine. 





For certain applications, there are indeed alternatives available, but DECA is still the leading and most economical solution. Moreover, the toxicological and eco-toxicological properties of most of them are less well known than those of DECA.





�
The final risk assessment report for DECA was recently released. No risks were identified. As a consequence, there are no scientific reasons to ban the use of DECA for electric and electronic equipment. It would be unjustified to ban a substance for other than scientific reasons.





I therefore urge the members of the Commission to respect the outcome of the Risk Assessment of DECA and to withdraw DECA from the RoHS directive. 








Kind regards,








Geert Krekel


CEO Campine NV


28 June 2004


