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Dear Mr. Casella, 
 
We are the company of collection and recycling of used tires in France. 
We follow with great interest all output evolution of waste status in Europe. The Portuguese 
proposal seems very useful, unfortunately, we find inaccuracies. 
 
 
The draft Ministerial decree implementing this in Annex 1 (criteria for rubber materials from used 
tires) the following criteria end of waste status: 
 
 "The rubber derived from used tires must comply with the restriction 50 established in Annex XVII 
to Regulation (EC) No 1907/2006 of the European Parliament and of the Council of 18 December 
(REACH).” 
 
and  
 
"It will also be necessary to perform laboratory tests to ensure compliance with what is 
established in the restriction 50 of Annex XVII of REACH.” 
 
The reference to restriction 50 is incorrect and should be deleted because it applies to: 
 
- (Aromatic oil) extender oils used in the manufacture of tires or parts of tires, 
- Tires and treads for retreading manufactured after 1 January 2010 
- Toys, including childcare articles 
- Articles for the general public 
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Consequently, it is not applicable to shreds or chips described. 
 
Regarding the rubber granules derived ELT, the interpretation of the European Commission and 
the competent authorities for REACH and CLP (CARACAL) is as follows: 
 
At its meeting in Brussels, 8 March 2016, the competent authorities for REACH and CLP (CARACAL) 
and the Commission is concluded that the rubber granules used as infill in synthetic fields are 
mixtures and therefore do not fall the scope of the existing restriction on PAHs in entry 50, which 
concerns only the article.  
 
It should be referred to the input 28, 29 & 30 of Annex XVII corresponding mixtures. 
 
Accordingly, reference to the entry 50 should be removed from this proposal. 
 
Hoping that our comments can be taken into account. 
 
Cordially 
 

 
 
Jean-Philippe Faure 
R & D Director 
 


