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Alternatives to Deca-BDE exist, however:

· Deca-BDE has undergone a risk assessment proving its safety for the environment and human health. The EU risk assessment procedure was designed to provide the regulator with a scientific process by which to assess the need for risk reduction measures concerning individual chemical substances. Being science-based, it took 10 years to amass and analyse scientific data on Deca-BDE.

· This risk assessment that was concluded on 26 May 2004 should serve as a basis for a positive decision on the use of Deca-BDE in electrical & electronic equipments. 

· The risk assessment process is a highly important procedure that should not be compromised. This is a point of principle, which would otherwise undermine the risk assessment process.

· Deca-BDE should not be treated differently from other substances that have gone through a risk assessment. Considering the results of the risk assessment Deca-BDE should be treated accordingly and should be excluded from a ban under the RoHS Directive.
Alternatives to Deca-BDE exist and are used, however:

· Different substances are used for a number of different applications, in contrast to Deca-BDE which is used in a large number of applications

· Alternatives are not always available

In certain plastic resins like HIPS, ABS, and PBT, there are currently no cost-effective alternative flame-retardants that can provide good flame retardancy and good mechanical properties.

· higher quantities of alternative FRs are often necessary for the same applications

In order to achieve the same level of fire protection compared to brominate flame-retardants, higher quantities of alternative flame-retardants often need to be used. Nonetheless, there are practical limits 

how much flame retardant can be added to a material before it unduly affects the material’s integrity and strength.  

Not only does this place a more important potential burden on the environment (in terms of an increased level of plastic additive manufactured and transported), but costs are also often enhanced.

· Other FRs may not in all cases provide the same level of fire safety
Deca-BDE is the most effective flame retardant available today to prevent fire. It helps meet the highest levels of fire safety in public places all over Europe.

· No other FRs have undergone a risk assessment 

Risk assessments of other FRs are still on going or have not started yet. The toxicology and environmental effects of alternative flame-retardants are relatively poorly understood. Indeed, no flame-retardants have been more thoroughly tested than Deca-BDE.

Conclusion

We believe that the risk assessment concluded recently provides the European Commission with all the necessary scientific information needed; a decade long process has shown Deca-BDE to be safe for use for the environment as well as for humans. 

This lengthy process had already caused producers considerable commercial damage, by questioning its safety and putting in doubt its future use.

The fact that alternatives exist, whether cost effective or not, cannot serve as a basis for a decision to ban Deca-BDE. Such a decision, in our view, is contrary to the WTO as well as the EU-Israel Association Agreement’ principles.   
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