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2013 Implementation date Marketing Ban cosmetics directive
1. Existing Data on the Cosmetics market and the industry

The recent revision of the Cosmetics legislation, which led to the adoption of Regulation 1223/2009/EC, was preceded by an extensive impact assessment. The Commission services intend to make reference to much of the data generated in that context and in particular the RPA study "Impact of European Regulation on the EU Cosmetics Industry" September 2007 
 (http://www.rpaltd.co.uk/documents/J574Cosmetics2.pdf) and the work done by Global Insights "Study of the European Cosmetics Industry" of October 2007 (http://ec.europa.eu/enterprise/newsroom/cf/document.cfm?action=display&doc_id=4561&userservice_id=1). 
We would therefore request your input as to whether the data reflected in the above referenced reports changed or remains valid. Should you be aware of any significant changes to the data provided in these reports you are invited to inform us of those changes. The issues and questions addressed in the above mentioned RPA report that are considered particularly relevant here are covered in the following tables of the RPA report: Table 2.3 (page 5), Table 2.4 (page 5), Table 3.5 (page 14), Table 3.6 (page 15), Table 3.7 (page 16), Table 3.14 (page 25), Table 4.2 (page 29) and Table 4.3 (page 29).

The findings in the Global Insights report that are considered particularly relevant are information relating to market size and structure, market forecasts, Research & Development (R&D) spending and export figures.  
2. Impacts on Animal Welfare/Environmental Impacts

The aim of the provisions on animal testing in the Cosmetics Directive is to provide a high level of animal welfare. They contain a clear political and ethical choice against animal testing for cosmetics purposes. With regard to quantifiable impacts on animal welfare, impacts can be measured by the number of animals affected by testing for cosmetics purposes. 

Animal tests for cosmetic purposes were possible in the EU until March 2009. From then on any testing in order to meet the requirements of the Directive is prohibited. There is no intention to propose any changes in relation to the testing ban. Any future direct impacts on animal welfare will therefore be impacting animal welfare outside the EU. 

An important aim of the provisions is equally the function as an incentive to the development of alternatives to animal testing that would ultimately also benefit other sectors. 

2.1. Impacts on number of animals affected 
In relation to number of animals used, there are currently at Community level two mechanisms in place to collect statistics. One is the reporting under the Cosmetics Directive on the number and type of experiments relating to cosmetics products carried out on animals. The 1997, 2004, 2005, 2007 and 2008 reports are available on our website under http://ec.europa.eu/consumers/sectors/cosmetics/documents/animal-testing/index_en.htm. For 2008 a total of 1510 animals was reported to the Commission. 

Another important source in relation to animals used in the EU are the statistics under Directive 86/609/EEC on the protection of animals used for experimental and other scientific purposes. The statistics collected in this framework on the use of animals for experimental purposes in the EU are published under http://ec.europa.eu/environment/chemicals/lab_animals/statistics_en.htm. 
Finally, apart from the total numbers, Regulation 1907/2006/EC can provide background information on the number of animals normally to be used in the respective tests falling under the 2013 deadline. 
The ban on cosmetic testing and marketing of products containing animal tested ingredients is based on an ethical choice against testing for cosmetic purposes. The view of the Swedish government is that the ban should be enforced as planned. 
2.1.1.
Please provide any additional information to the one referenced above in relation to the number of animals used for cosmetics testing in the EU that you consider relevant.

(type of answer expected: any additional data considered relevant and the exact source of the data)

2.1.2.
Is testing for cosmetic purposes carried out exclusively on rodents (including rabbits) or are you aware of any other species used? 

(type of answer expected: qualitative)

2.1.3.
Please provide information about the number of animals that would in your view potentially be saved from testing over the next 10 years in case the 2013 implementation date is kept? 

(type of answer expected: any founded explanation of numbers plus reasons)

2.1.4.
Do you consider that the numbers of animals used in the EU for testing for cosmetics purposes prior to the testing ban can be used as a basis to determine the number of animals that will not be used in the future outside the EU? Or are you aware that already before the testing ban testing for cosmetic products manufactured in the EU market was carried out outside the EU? 

(type of answer expected: any founded explanation and numbers plus reasons)

2.1.5.
Please provide us with any cosmetics specific data on public opinion in relation to animal testing and specifically animal testing for cosmetics that you consider could be of interest as well as information on the source of the data.

(type of answer expected: any surveys that could be of additional value here with exact source information)
2.2. Testing data in relation to 2013 endpoints 

2.2.1.
Inclusion in the Annexes of the Cosmetics Directive is preceded by a dossier review by the Scientific Committee on Consumer Safety (SCCS) or its predecessors. In how many cases/dossiers was data on the endpoints covered by the 2013 implementation date submitted to the SCCS (or its predecessors), respectively requested by the SCCS (or its predecessors) between 2000 and March 2009? 

(type of answer expected: out of the XXX  substances data on these endpoints was expected for XXX)
2.2.2.
Out of the data under question 2.2.1. in how many cases was data needed on: 


a) Repeated-dose toxicity (please specify in case it concerned skin sensitisation

or carcinogenicity)


b) Reproductive toxicity


c) Toxicokinetics 

(type of answer expected: out of the XXX, for a) XXX, for b) XXX …)
2.2.3.
Please provide information on in how many cases between 2000 and March 2009 animal testing data on the endpoints covered by 2013 was specifically generated for the dossier submission to the SCCS (or its predecessors), thus not available from other uses or upstream? 

(type of answer expected: out of the XXX  for XXX)
2.2.4.
In case testing data was not specifically generated for this purpose, from which source was it available?

a) Chemicals Legislation/REACH 

b) Sectorial EU legislation (such as food, pharma etc.), please specify

c) Regulatory testing for cosmetics products outside the EU 

d) Other, please specify

If data comes from another source is it usually clearly identifiable for which reason this data was generated?

(type of answer expected: out of the XXX of tests needed, in XXX cases data was available from testing for purpose …, in XXX cases data was available from …)
2.2.5.
For substances not covered by the Annexes and not subject to SCCS review, please provide information on in how many cases animal testing data on the three 2013 endpoints was needed for the cosmetics safety assessment of products containing these substances? 

(type of answer expected: out of the XXX  substances data on these endpoints was expected for XXX)
2.2.6.
Out of the data under 2.2.5. in how many cases was data required on: 


a) Repeated-dose toxicity (please specify if it concerned skin sensitisation

or carcinogenicity)


b) Reproductive toxicity


c) Toxicokinetics 

(type of answer expected: out of the XXX, for a) XXX, for b) XXX …)
2.2.7.

For substances not covered by the Annexes and not subject to SCCS review, please specify in how many of these cases animal testing data was specifically generated for the cosmetics safety evaluation? 

(type of answer expected: out of the XXX  for XXX)
2.2.8.
In case it was not specifically generated from which source was it available?

a) Chemicals Legislation/REACH 

b) Sectorial EU legislation (such as food, pharma etc.), please specify

c) Regulatory testing for cosmetics products outside the EU 

d) Other, please specify

If data comes from another source is it usually clearly identifiable for which reason this data was generated?

(type of answer expected: out of the XXX of tests needed, in XXX cases data was available from testing for purpose …, in XXX cases data was available from …)
2.2.9.
On which endpoints do you expect testing data to be most needed in the next 10 years? 


a) On repeated-dose toxicity (including skin sensitisation and carcinogenicity)


b) On reproductive toxicity


c) On toxicokinetics 

Please specify further by making reference to the respective OECD test protocols.
(type of answer expected: most data will be needed on X) because …, followed by)

2.2.10. Do you expect that the availability of testing data from other sources (see questions 2.2.4. and 2.2.8.) to remain the same or change in the coming 10 years? If you expect changes please explain which ones and the reasons.

(type of answer expected: data availability is expected to be similar/different for the following reasons)

2.2.11. In which market segment do you expect the highest testing data need in relation to data covered by the endpoints covered by the 2013 implementation date in the next 10 years?

a) fragrances and perfumes

b) decorative cosmetics 

c) skin care

d) sun protection products

e) hair care (other than hair colorants)

f) hair colorants

g) toiletries 

h) Other, please specify

(type of answer expected: sector X is expected to have the highest data need because…, followed by)

2.3. Incentive function for research into alternatives 

 In the last 20 years an estimated 200 million were spent on alternatives by the EU RTD programme (see recent report:

ftp://ftp.cordis.europa.eu/pub/fp7/docs/alternative-testing-progress-report-2009_en.pdf)
Industry has contributed (with its ongoing work on research for alternatives, but also for example with the commitment to contribute 25 million to an RTD call http://www.colipa.eu/news-a-events/news/19--cosmetic-industry-funding-for-commission-call-for-proposals.html). Other initiatives, such as the European Partnership for Alternative Approaches to Animal Testing (EPAA) (http://ec.europa.eu/enterprise/epaa/index_en.htm ) or the International Cooperation on Cosmetics Regulation (ICCR) also play an important role (http://ec.europa.eu/consumers/sectors/cosmetics/animal-testing/index_en.htm#h2-international-cooperation).

The Swedish government is convinced that the 2013 ban should remain as an incentive to develop alternative methods. It must not be argued that the fact that no alternative methods exist today should be a reason to postpone the date. 

2.3.1.
Please provide information on the impact the provisions in the Cosmetics Directive had on research in alternative methods to replace animal testing.

(type of answer expected: this is an open qualitative question)
2.3.2.
Please provide information on the general research and development spending in the cosmetics/ cosmetics ingredients industry in the last 10 years. 

(type of answer expected: quantative data on spending, either total or if not available based on examples of small/large companies spending)
2.3.3.
Please provide information on the amounts spend by the cosmetics/cosmetics ingredients industry on research in alternatives to animal testing in the last 10 years. 

(type of answer expected: quantative data on spending, either total or if not available based on examples of small/large companies spending)
2.3.4.
How do you expect these amounts spent on research in relation to alternatives to animal testing to develop in the future? Would they increase, remain the same/decrease? Please provide information on whether they would increase, remain the same/decrease compared to total R&D expenses.
(type of answer expected: expectation on whether these would augment, remain the same or be reduced and reasons)
2.3.5.
Please provide information on the amounts spend by Member States on research in alternatives to animal testing in the last 10 years? If you refer to a specific Member State please specify. 

(type of answer expected: total figures for specific Member States)
2.3.6. 
Do you consider that maintaining the 2013 implementation date would have impacts on the incentive function of the provisions? Please specify.

(type of answer expected: this is an open qualitative question)
2.3.7.
Which do you consider would be the best approach/what type of mechanism would have the highest incentive function in terms of research into alternative methods? 

(type of answer expected: this is an open qualitative question)
3. Questions on Impacts of the implementation of the marketing ban in 2013 on Consumers 

The main objective of the Cosmetics Directive is to ensure that cosmetics products are safe for the consumer and that the internal market functions well for these products. Possible impacts on consumers could be potential impacts on safety, availability of cosmetic products and price. 

3.1. Consumer safety 
Many companies on the market today have already implemented a voluntary ban on animal testing including testing of ingredients, without any serious side effects reported to our knowledge. If the impact on consumer safety is to be thoroughly assessed, experience from reported side effects should also be taken into account. 

Enforcing the ban as planned in 2013 is the best incentive to ensure rapid development and validation of non-animal testing methods, the long term effect of the ban is that consumer safety is likely to improve as new developed and validated methods should have the potential to predict effects on humans more accurately. 

3.1.1.
Will it be possible to ensure the same level of consumer safety in relation to cosmetics products once the 2013 implementation date applies, in the absence of alternatives to animal testing? 

(type of answer expected: yes/no and explanations) -
3.1.2.
Do you consider that Member State authorities will be able and sufficiently equipped to pick up on manufacturers that may rely on insufficient data packages in their safety assessment?

Yes, however extensive surveillance is needed.
3.1.3.
Are you aware of existing substances in any of the Annexes or not being regulated that are in your view likely to be reviewed/should be reviewed in the coming 10 years? How many and which ones? 

Many of the 150 colouring agents and possibly some other not regulated substances. 
3.2. Consumer Choice 

The Commission services would like to establish whether in case the marketing ban provisions remain unchanged in the absence of alternatives by 2013 impacts on availability of cosmetic products and on the possibility to innovate are to be expected. Possible impacts would depend on future events (how many new substances will be placed on the market, data needs for these substances etc.) which may be difficult to predict. In the following, information is therefore first requested looking backwards for the time between 2000 and March 2009 (=the entry into force of the testing and marketing ban) and then looking forward. 
Please note: 

For all questions below we are looking for information that distinguishes between large and small and medium sized (SME's) companies. This is important to establish specific SME impacts. Therefore please differentiate in your answer wherever possible between SME's and larger companies. For details on the SME definition please refer to:  

http://ec.europa.eu/enterprise/policies/sme/facts-figures-analysis/sme-definition/index_en.htm
Please also differentiate between the type of company concerned, notably whether the information provided concerns cosmetics manufacturers or cosmetics ingredients manufacturers. 

The Swedish viewpoint is that European consumers do not want cosmetic products to have been tested on animals. Instead they wish to be sure that the products they choose from the shelves of any store in the European Union have not been tested on animals. 

Considering that many companies have voluntarily implemented a ban on animal testing, it should be possible also for the remaining companies. The 2013 ban also works as an incentive to develop alternatives to animal testing. Considering that, the 2013 ban should remain. 
Amount of new substances between 2000 and March 2009

3.2.1.

Please provide information on how many substances have been newly used in cosmetic products between 2000 and March 2009? Please differentiate the information for substances covered by the Annexes to the Cosmetics Directive and those that are not covered. 

(type of answer expected: total number, XXX substances covered by Annexes, XXX not covered by Annexes)

3.2.2.
Do you consider that the number of new INCI names generated can give an indication of the amount of new substances? 

(type of answer expected: yes/no and explanations)
3.2.3.
Please provide information on how many of the new substances under 3.2.1. were new to market (= not at all used before, also not in other sectors)? Please differentiate the information for substances covered by the Annexes to the Cosmetics Directive and those that are not covered.
(type of answer expected: of the XXX new substances XXX were new to market and out of these XXX are covered by the Annexes)
3.2.4.
Please provide information on how many of the new substances under 3.2.1. were new to the use in cosmetics (= not used in cosmetics before, but used in other sectors)? Please differentiate the information for substances covered by the Annexes to the Cosmetics Directive and those that are not covered.

 (type of answer expected: of the XXX new substances XXX were new to use in cosmetics and out of these XXX are covered by the Annexes)
3.2.5.
Please provide information on how many of the new substances under 3.2.1. added since 2000 are used in several cosmetic products and could be considered to be of wide use in the cosmetics sector (eg. a preservative is likely to be used in many different cosmetic products)? If total numbers are not available, please give examples of such substances and indications of the number of products they are used in. Please differentiate the information for substances covered by the Annexes to the Cosmetics Directive and those that are not covered. 
(type of answer expected: of the XXX new substances XXX are of wide use because … and out of these XXX are covered by the Annexes)

3.2.6.
Please provide information on how many of the new substances under 3.2.1. are multi-use substances, meaning that they are not exclusively used in cosmetics products (but also in other uses, eg. chemicals, food, biocides, etc.)? Please differentiate the information for substances covered by the Annexes to the Cosmetics Directive and those that are not covered.

 (type of answer expected: out of the XXX new substances XXX  are multi-use substances, out of these XXX are covered by the Annexes)
Impacts on Innovation Capability and Future Availability of Cosmetic Products 

3.2.7.
Please provide information on how many different cosmetic products (= product formulations) cosmetic companies offer.  

35000 products totally in Sweden in 2009 by 749 companies
3.2.8.
Please provide information on how many new cosmetic products are added to the product portfolio on average per year. Which market value do these new products represent in percentage compared with the total products? 
8700 new products totally in Sweden in 2009. 
3.2.9.
Please provide information on how many of the new products under 3.2.8. are reformulations, thus rely on substances already in use for cosmetics by the manufacturer?  

(type of answer expected: out of the XXX new products XXX are reformulations)
3.2.10.
Please provide information on how many of the new products under 3.2.8. rely on new to the market substances (= not at all used before, also not in other sectors)? Which market value do these products represent in percentage compared with the total products? 
(type of answer expected: of the XXX new product XXX are relying on new to market substances, eg for an SME XXX  products rely on new to market substances, these represent X% of the total market value)
3.2.11.
How many of these new products under 3.2.8. rely on new to the cosmetics market ( = not used in cosmetics before, but used in other sectors) substances?  Which market value do these products represent in percentage compared with the total products? 
(type of answer expected: of the XXX new products XXX rely on new to cosmetics market  substances, these represent X% of the total market value)
3.2.12.
Please provide information on the size of the ingredients portfolio (total numbers of ingredients used) and of the combination of ingredients portfolio (= combinations of ingredients include several substances)? 

(type of answer expected: total number of ingredients, eg a large company uses XXX different cosmetics  ingredients)
3.2.13.
Please provide information on how many new ingredients and combinations of ingredients are added to an ingredient portfolio per year? 

(type of answer expected: SME adds XXX  new ingredients per year)
3.2.14.
What are the main reasons for introducing new ingredients and combinations of ingredients into the portfolio? 
a) Better performance and/or quality

b) Safety considerations

c) Environmental considerations

d) Regulatory constraints

e) Other, please specify
(type of answer expected: in XX% the reason is a) in XX% the reason is b) etc.)

3.2.15.
Please indicate in terms of percentage of the total number of new ingredients and combinations of ingredients which are the main supply sources:

a) SME's specialized in cosmetics supplies

b) SME's not specialized

c) Large suppliers

d) Own R&D

(type of answer expected: XX% the the total of new substances are sourced from a),…)

3.2.16.
Please provide information on how many ingredients and combinations of ingredients are eliminated from a substance portfolio per year? 

(type of answer expected: SME eliminates XXX substances per year)
3.2.17.
What are the main reasons for eliminating ingredients and combinations of ingredients from the portfolio? 
a) Better performance and/or quality

b) Safety considerations

c) Environmental considerations

d) Regulatory constraints

e) Other, please specify

(type of answer expected: in XX% the reason is a) in XX% the reason is b) etc.)

3.2.18.
Please provide information on the likely number of new to market substances used in cosmetics (= not at all used before, also not in other sectors) in the coming 10 years? Which market value do you expect to depend on these substances? 
(type of answer expected: expect XXX new to market substances in next10 years)
3.2.19
Please provide information on the likely number of new to cosmetics sector substances ( = not used in cosmetics before, but used in other sectors) in the coming 10 years? Which market value do you expect to depend on these substances? 
(type of answer expected: expect XXX new to cosmetic sector substances in next 10 years)
3.2.20
Please provide information on how many substances are likely to be submitted for inclusion into the Annexes III, IV, VI and VII to the Cosmetics Directive (respectively then Cosmetics Regulation) in the coming 10 years? 

(type of answer expected: expect XXX new substances for the Annexes in next 10 years)

3.2.21
Please provide information on which sector is likely to be most prone to innovation and use of new substances (the sector grouping is the one used in Global Insights, see A, with the addition of hair colorants and sun protection products): 

a) fragrances and perfumes

b) decorative cosmetics 

c) skin care

d) sun protection products

e) hair care (other than hair colorants)

f) hair colorants

g) toiletries 

h) Other, please specify

(type of answer expected: sector X is expected to be most prone because…, followed by sector X)

3.2.22
Do you consider that the amount of new substances introduced over the last 10 years could also give an indication of the number of substances to be introduced for the coming 10 years? 

(type of answer expected:  qualitative answer)
Labelling

3.2.23
Please provide information on the frequency of the use of the animal testing free label foreseen in the Cosmetics Directive? By how many manufacturers and for how many products is this label used? 

(type of answer expected: the label is used by XXX companies and for XXX products)
3.2.24
Do you have information on whether the use of the label has an impact on consumer behaviour in terms of encouraging the purchase of products with the label? Have you noticed an increase in sales for products using the animal testing free label? Please provide impact in terms of sales before and after the introduction of the label.
(type of answer expected: for brands which used the label sales increased/decreased)

3.2.25
Do you consider that the use of an "animal tested" label (thus a label that requires to expressively state if animal testing is relied on) could be an option? Would it be practicable and add value for consumers? 
(type of answer expected: qualitative view on practicability and added value on such a label…)

3.2.26
Do you have information on the importance and value consumers attach to cosmetics and cosmetics ingredients not being subject to animal testing? 
(type of answer expected: any specific studies/figures on this…)

3.3. Impacts on Costs and Price 

3.3.1.
Please provide information on whether you expect any impacts on costs if the marketing ban was to enter into force as such, which ones and why? 

(type of answer expected: describe expectation and give reasons why, possibly based on concrete example)

3.3.2.
Do you envisage passing any increase/decrease in costs on consumer prices? Whenever available please provide an estimation of the impact in %.
(type of answer expected: describe expectation and give reasons why, possibly based on concrete example)

4. Competitiveness of cosmetics and cosmetics Ingredients manufacturers

Please note: 

For all questions below we are looking for information that distinguishes between large and small and medium sized (SME's) companies. Please differentiate in your answer wherever possible between SME's and larger companies. 

Please also differentiate between the type of company concerned, notably whether the information provided concerns cosmetic manufacturers or cosmetic ingredients manufacturers. 

4.1.
To which extent have the current provisions in the Cosmetics Directive in relation to animal testing have already impacted – positively or negatively - business decisions in the cosmetics industry in the last 5 years? 

(type of answer expected: qualitative explanation of current impacts)
4.2.
Assuming the full testing and marketing ban would have been in place for all endpoints already for the last 5 years, what would have been the impact for the cosmetics and cosmetics ingredients manufacturers? 

(type of answer expected: where possible quantative estimations, possibly based on examples)
4.3.
Please provide information on the possible yearly economic impact on annual sales and profitability for the cosmetics industry in case the 2013 implementation date is maintained in the short term (2013 - 2015), medium term (2015-2018) and long term (2018 and beyond).

(type of answer expected: where possible quantative estimations, possibly based on examples, for the time spans mentioned)

4.4.
Please provide information on the percentage of yearly turnover in the years since 2000 that depended on products newly introduced. 
(type of answer expected: XX% of turnover in 2000 depended on products introduced the year before, XX% of turnover in 2004 depended on product introduced in 2003 etc.)
4.5.
Which impacts do you think would the implementation of the ban in 2013 have on the positioning of the European cosmetics and cosmetics ingredient manufacturers globally?

(type of answer expected: qualitative answer)

4.6.
Please provide information on the time to market for a new cosmetic product and a description of the product development cycle timing? 

(type of answer expected: average time to market for example X years and description of steps)
Case Studies/Examples  

1. Can you give an example of a direct impact on safety, innovation and product availability of the entry into force of the 2009 implementation date? 

2. The Commission has over the last years embarked on an extensive review of hair dyes (see for information on the hair dye strategy: http://ec.europa.eu/consumers/sectors/cosmetics/cosmetic-products/hair-dye-products/index_en.htm). 

Looking at this example and doing this under the assumption that the deadlines would have already been in force could give valuable information on possible impacts of the 2013 implementation date. Can you in relation to the hair dye strategy - or picking a couple of concrete examples from it - specify what would have been the possible economic impact and the impact on availability of products to consumers?

3. Are you aware of another case/example that could help the Commission services in evaluating possible impacts of the 2013 implementation date? For example sunscreens? Oral care? 
5. Impacts on Small and Medium sized Enterprises (SME's)

A large number of enterprises in the cosmetics sector are SME's, impacts on them therefore are of particular importance and differences should already be taken into account in the questions above, notably under 3.2 and 4 above. 
5.1.
Please provide information on the total number of SME's in the cosmetics sector in the EU in relation to the total number of cosmetics manufactures. Please specify for cosmetics manufacturers and cosmetic ingredient manufacturers. 

(type of answer expected: overall XXX cosmetics/cosmetics ingredients manufacturers in EU of which XXX SME's )

5.2.
Please provide information on the percentage of the overall yearly sales that are realized by SME's in the cosmetics sector.

(type of answer expected: overall yearly turnover XXX of which XXX for SME's)

5.3.
Please provide information on the number of employees of the SME's in the cosmetics sector in the EU compared to the overall number of employees in the cosmetics sector.

(type of answer expected: total number of employees is XXX, number of SME employees is XXX)

5.4.
Please describe any particular impacts you expect for SME's in case the marketing ban deadline is maintained. 
(type of answer expected: qualitative reply describing particular SME impacts)

6. Impacts on Employment
6.1.
Do you consider that the 2013 implementation date may have impacts on employment in the cosmetics industry in the EU? If yes, please specify? 

(type of answer expected: explanation on the possible impacts on employment)

6.2.
Do you consider that there would be specific employment impacts for SME's? If yes, please specify? 
(type of answer expected: explanation on specific impacts for SME's)

6.3.
Do you consider that the implementation could lead to the relocation of R&D or production facilities? 

(type of answer expected: explanation on the likelihood of relocation)
6.4.
Has the 2009 implementation date already had impacts on employment? Which ones? 

(type of answer expected: explanation on the impacts already experienced)
7. Impacts on Trade 

7.1.
Can you provide figures in relation to the import and export of cosmetic products and cosmetics ingredients from and to the EU in the last 5 years? Please provide breakdown by country if available.
 (type of answer expected: figures in relation to import and export, figures should be expressed both in quantity and value.)
7.2.
Do you expect impacts on trade in case the marketing ban for the remaining three endpoints is implemented in 2013? Which impacts do you expect?

(type of answer expected: explanation on the expected impacts)

7.3.
Which impacts do you expect on imports? 

(type of answer expected: explanation on the possibility to import)

7.4.
Which impacts do you expect on exports? 

(type of answer expected: explanation on the possibility to export)

7.5.
With which countries would trade be most affected in your view?

(type of answer expected: explanation on the possibility to import and export and reasons)
*
*
*

Annex 3

Specific Privacy Statement

Targeted stakeholder consultation "2013 Implementation date Marketing Ban cosmetics directive"

1. OBJECTIVE
The objective of this consultation is to receive the views of stakeholders and potentially to publish them on the Internet, under the responsibility of Ms Sabine Lecrenier, Head of the Unit B2 – Cosmetics and Medical Devices, Health and Consumers Directorate-General (DG SANCO), acting as the Controller. 

As this service collects and further processes personal data, Regulation (EC) 45/2001, of the European Parliament and of the Council of 18 December 2000 on the protection of individuals with regard to the processing of personal data by the Community institutions and bodies and on the free movement of such data, is applicable. 

2. WHAT PERSONAL INFORMATION DO WE COLLECT AND THROUGH WHICH TECHNICAL MEANS?
Identification Data

The personal data collected and further processed are data necessary for the participation in the consultation, such as name/surname/profession/postal & e-mail addresses/phone number/fax number of the contributors, including their views on the topics concerned. The processing operations on personal data linked to the organisation and management of this consultation are necessary for the management and functioning of the Commission, as mandated by the Treaties, and more specifically Articles 244 to 250 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union.

Technical information

Your reply and personal data will be collected through e-mail. The e-mail system of the European Commission abides by the Commission's security decisions and provisions established by the Directorate of Security.
3. WHO HAS ACCESS TO YOUR INFORMATION AND TO WHOM IS IT DISCLOSED?
Received contributions, together with the identity of the contributor, may be published on the Internet, unless the contributor objects to publication of the personal data on the grounds that such publication would harm his or her legitimate interests. In this case the contribution may be published in anonymous form. Otherwise the contribution will not be published nor will, in principle, its content be taken into account. Any objections concerning publication of personal data should be sent to the service responsible for the consultation (see contact information below).
4. HOW DO WE PROTECT AND SAFEGUARD YOUR INFORMATION? 

Your replies, together with your chosen language used for drafting the reply, are recorded in a secured and protected database hosted by the Data Centre of the European Commission, the operations of which abide by the Commission's security decisions and provisions established by the Directorate of Security for this kind of servers and services. The database is not accessible from outside the Commission. Inside the Commission the database can be accessed using a UserId/Password. 

5. HOW CAN YOU VERIFY, MODIFY OR DELETE YOUR INFORMATION? 

In case you want to verify which personal data is stored on your behalf by the responsible controller, have it modified, corrected or deleted, please contact the Controller by using the contact information below and by explicitly specifying your request.
6. HOW LONG DO WE KEEP YOUR DATA?
All replies to the consultation will remain in the database until the results have been completely analysed, and they will be archived for reference purposes thereafter. Your personal data will be part of a list of contact details shared internally amongst the staff under the responsibility of the Controller for the purpose of contacting you in the future in the context of further activities related to the consultation. If you do not agree with this, please indicate this in your reply. If you have already sent your reply, please contact the Controller by using the contact information below specifying your request. 

7. CONTACT INFORMATION 

In case you wish to verify which personal data is stored on your behalf by the responsible Controller, have it modified, corrected, or deleted, or if you have questions regarding the consultation, or concerning any information processed in the context of the consultation, or on your rights, feel free to contact the support team, operating under the responsibility of the Controller, using the following contact information: 

European Commission

Health and Consumers Directorate-General (DG SANCO) 

Unit SANCO B2, Cosmetics and Medical Devices

B-1049 Brussels, Belgium

Fax: 00 32 (0) 2 296 64 67

e-mail: SANCO-COSMETICS-REPORT@ec.europa.eu
8. RECOURSE 

Complaints, in case of conflict, can be addressed to the European Data Protection Supervisor (http://www.edps.europa.eu/EDPSWEB/).
Commission européenne/Europese Commissie, 1049 Bruxelles/Brussel, BELGIQUE/BELGIË - Tel. +32 22991111
Office: BREY 10/142 - Tel. direct line +32 229-6.08.20
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