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Imagine a world 
that is free 

of harmful chemicals. 
We are working 

to make it happen.



In 2013, as earlier years, we have been invited for  
discussions both in Europe and beyond, including 
now China, Japan and the US. From this years 
travels, it became clear to us that while REACH is 
looked upon as the golden model for improving 
standards of chemicals regulation around the 
world, the forces interested in weakening REACH 
are growing strong. 
 Key aspects such as the precautionary prin-
ciple, the substitution principle and intrinsic 
hazard ous properties are being questioned 
as a basis for regulation. The development of 
EDC  criteria has been further delayed and the 
 effectiveness of the authorisation process, which 
is the key to regulating chemicals through REACH, 
is being challenged.
 Throughout this development process, 
ChemSec has remained a strong voice, pushing 
the agenda and providing tools and guidance 
to financial investors and downstream users of 
chemicals. These are important stakeholders for 
whom the regulatory debates and unclarities are 
stealing resources from their core businesses.

ChemSec’s work in 2013 has been characterised by the 
key word transparency. We launched the 2.1 update of 
the SIN list, which included additional new informa-
tion available from the REACH registration dossiers, 
and with our investor contacts as the main target 
group, we also released the SIN Producer List for 
Investors, disclosing which chemical companies pro-
duce the most problematic substances from a REACH 
perspective. 

IN CONNECTION WITH THE RELEASE OF THE SIN 
PRODUCERS LIST FOR INVESTORS we had meetings 
with the target group in London and Paris. Thanks 
to our work, chemicals are becoming an important 
issue on the sustainability agenda for investors and 
businesses. One sign of change is that the Global 
Reporting Initiative has been discussing whether the 
chemicals industry should disclose the chemicals it 
produces when it submits sustainability reports. 

THE SUBSPORT PROJECT WAS FINALISED in May. 
In connection with this we arranged a substitu-
tion workshop in Hangzhou, China, together with 
Greenpeace. This is where almost half of the world’s 
textile production is concentrated. More than 200 
representatives from factories, the chemicals industry 
and the government attended the workshop.  

Several large companies, including Benetton, Skanska, 
Dell and HP have played a part in providing case 
 stories for the SUBSPORT database. There is increased 
interest in companies working together and sharing 

Director’s note
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experiences to solve difficult chemicals management 
issues. In line with this, the ChemSec business group 
was presented as a successful example during the 
world water week i Stockholm.

We have also been very active in public policy. We 
pointed out the risks and problems when the EU 
criteria for EDCs were delayed. We have been in close 
contact with key stakeholders and played an active 
part in the ongoing discussions about EDC criteria 
during the year. We have informed many downstream 
users about the EDC issue and described the ongoing 
process within the EU. 

In the case of RoHS policy work, our focus has been 
to highlight the need to include brominated flame 
retardants and PVC in the directive. As a result of our 
involvement the methodology was adjusted to better 
reflect the criteria in the directive. 

Together with other NGOs we have also had an active 
part in sending recommendations on development 
of the REACH authorisation process to ECHA as well 
as expressing concerns about the REACH implement-
ation process. We have also been in contact with 
 several companies and encouraged them to partici-
pate in public consultation. 

Much of our work from 2013 will only become publi-
cally visible in 2014, when we will launch a new 
version of the SIN List. With this version we wish to 
further guide companies to successful substitution, to 
drive innovation and to point out the direction for the 
development of chemicals regulation within REACH 
up to 2020 and beyond. 

Anne-Sofie Andersson, ChemSec director

ChemSec, a non-profit environmental organisation, is a leading advocate of chemicals policy 
based on current scientific understanding. Our mission is to substantially reduce the use of 
hazardous chemicals and its impact on health and the environment. To promote sustainable 
innovation, we offer guidance and tools for effective chemicals management. In addition, 
ChemSec works to speed up legislative processes, engage business and act as a catalyst for 
progressive dialogue and action. Our vision is a world free of hazardous chemicals.

Mission statement

4



5

H
IS

TO
RY

 

2002
In late 2002 ChemSec was founded by four Swedish 
environmental organisations: the Swedish Society 
for Nature Conservation, WWF Sweden, Nature and 
Youth, and Friends of the Earth Sweden.

2003
Opening of ChemSec, the International Chemical 
Secretariat, in April. 

2004
Right from the beginning we focused much of our 
work on calling for and supporting industry initia-
tives to reduce hazardous chemicals in consumer 
products. In 2004 the ChemSec Business Group, 
a network of market-leading companies across a 
diversity of sectors, gathered for the first time. 

2005
Between 2005 and 2007, we worked closely with 
environmental NGOs in Eastern Europe, mainly in 
Ukraine, Belarus and Russia, to strengthen chemi-
cals management in these countries. 

2006
By providing support on behalf of the Swedish 
International Cooperation Agency we have also 
enhanced capacity among NGOs in the Global 
South that are working to limit exposure to hazard-
ous chemicals. Through this project, run between 
2006 and 2008, we came in close contact with envi-
ronmental NGOs in Africa, Asia and Latin America.

2007
In 2007 the broad new EU regulation on chemicals, 
REACH, entered into force. From the day we began 
our work until the regulation came into effect, we 
worked hard to make REACH as strong as possible. 
Today we are proud to say that we made a decisive 
contribution to the inclusion of the substitution 
element in the legal text. ChemSec also gave voice 
to progressive companies explaining how they 
would benefit from a strict chemicals regulation. 
We also contributed by bridging the gap between 
politicians and other stakeholders in the EU, for 
example by arranging seminars in the European 
Parliament with scientists and companies.

2008
Once REACH had entered into force we presented 
our most widely known tool, the SIN List, aiming to 
speed up the legislative processes and calling for 
an effective implementation of REACH. Today the 
SIN List is a tool that is used worldwide to identify 
hazardous chemicals in accordance with REACH 
criteria.  

2009
During 2009–2010 the RoHS directive on hazardous 
substances in electronics was reviewed in the EU. 
In this process, we showed that major electronic 
manufacturers had already moved away from pro-
blematic brominated flame retardants and PVC, and 
contributed to the definition of a clear method-
ology for the restriction of more substances in elec-
tronic products in the future.

› › › › ›
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2010
Since 2010 we have been the only NGO in Europe to 
run a major project to encourage financial investors 
not to invest in the production and use of high-concern 
chemi cals, such as the substances on the SIN List. We 
are in dialogue with and offer tools for investors to 
facilitate their evaluation of chemical-producing com-
panies. 

2011
In 2011 ChemSec presented the SIN List 2.0, adding 22 
substances all identified as Substances of Very High 
Concern solely due to their endocrine-disrupting 
properties. Shortly afterwards, the EU commissioner 
for the environment, Janez Potocnik, stated that the 
European Commission views the new substances 
added to the second edition of the SIN List as highly 
relevant candidates for regulation in the EU.

2012
In recent years we have focused not only on identifying 
hazardous chemicals through the SIN List, but also 
finding and highlighting safer alternatives, and pro-
moting and encouraging substitution and innovation. 
SUBSPORT, the Substitution Support Portal, is a web 
portal that aims to facilitate the substitution of hazard-
ous chemicals. This three-year project, run in coopera-
tion with European partners, culminated in 2012 with 
the launch of the SUBSPORT case story database giving 
concrete examples of how to substitute hazardous 
chemi cals. As a result from a lawsuit by ChemSec 
and legal advocacy group ClientEarth, the European 
Chemicals Agency, ECHA, started to disclose informa-
tion about which companies are engaged in chemical 
production in the EU. The European Commission stated 
in ”Thematic studies for Review of REACH 2012” that 
the SIN List is a major driver for innovation.



In February, ChemSec launched the 2.1 
version of the SIN List. The reason for 
updating the SIN List was the availability 
of further information made available 
from the REACH registration dossiers, 
something ChemSec has been fighting for.

This information was used to identify 
substances, officially classified as being 
carcino genic, mutagenic or toxic to 
re production, and used in a way relevant 
for REACH regulation. These belonged to 
groups of chemicals that ChemSec had 
earlier excluded from the SIN List, since 
it was uncertain whether their use was 
relevant.

The update also included substances that 
had recently been officially classified as 
being carcinogenic, mutagenic or toxic to 
reproduction, or that had been officially 
recognised as SVHCs and put on the can-
didate list. 

The update increased the number of sub-
stances on the SIN List to 626 substances 
and substance groups. This increase was 
timely, as the EU Commission released 
its roadmap suggesting about 440 more 
substances that were being evaluated for 
possible inclusion on the candidate list 
before 2020.

The main part of 2013 was however dedi-
cated to formulating yet another update. 
In contrast to the previous update, this 
will include new substances evaluated by 
scientists and new concepts for tackling 
the most hazardous chemicals will also be 
developed.

www.chemsec.org/what-we-do/sin-list

The SIN List  
kept showing the way 
– Release of 2.1 update 

The SIN (Substitute It Now!) List is an 
NGO-driven project aiming to speed 
up the transition to a world free of 
hazardous chemicals by providing a 
concrete tool to be used by compa-
nies, authorities, and regulators. It con-
sists of chemicals that ChemSec has 
identified as Substances of Very High 
Concern based on the criteria estab-
lished by the EU chemicals regulation, 
REACH. The European Commission 
has stated that the SIN List is a major 
driver for innovation.

Chemical Watch 14 February 2013  
Industry and NGOs want greater 
transparency on SVHC roadmap”  
– ChemSec’s Ms Lennquist says it 
is positive the roadmap substances 
will be carefully reviewed, and that 
extra effort will be put into evalua-
tion of properties of ”equivalent 
level of concern”, such as endocrine 
disruptors and sensitisers. However 
she adds: “Even if they all end up 
on the candidate list, which is very 
un likely, it would still be a lower 
number than we have on the cur-
rent Sin list. And, we plan to have 
more substances evaluated for 
inclusion on the Sin list until 2020.”

ENDS Europe February 15  “More 
than 240 chemicals added to NGO 
SIN List” – Swedish NGO ChemSec 
has added 249 chemicals to its 
’Substitute It Now’ (SIN) list of 
hazardous substances that it 
believes should be subject to strict 
authorisation and substitution 
requirements under REACH. … In 
total, the updated SIN list now con-
tains 554 CMRs, 20 persistent, bioac-
cumulative and toxic (PBT) and very 
persistent and very bioaccumulative 
(vPvB) substances and 52 chemicals 
of ”equivalent concern”.
 The European Commission had 
put a total of 136 SVHCs on this list 
by the end of 2012 and it plans to 
evaluate up to about 440 additional 
substances by 2020, according to a 
roadmap that was published last 
week.

Environmental Leader February 15   
“SIN List of Harmful Chemicals 
Grows 66%”- The updated SIN List 
identifies substances that are fully 
registered, and are used and pro-
duced in a way subject to REACH 
regulation, said ChemSec. The SIN 
database now includes updated 
hazard classification data, infor-
mation about uses as well as the 
quantities in which chemicals are 
produced for all SIN List substances. 
ChemSec’s SIN List is used by several 
investment firms and rating agen-
cies, including MSCI ESG Research.

7



8

Continuous work 
to promote substitution
– SUBSPORT training in China and report on  
paraben alternatives

In May 2013 the SUBSPORT project, as it 
was initially formed, was finalised. The last 
few months were intensive. Partly due to 
Greenpeace campaigning, a large number 
of textile companies showed interest in 
sharing case stories. Connected to this, 
ChemSec and Greenpeace arranged a sub-
stitution workshop in Hangzhou, China, in 
March. 

CHINA PRODUCES 42% OF THE WORLD’S 
TEXTILES and one third of China’s tex-
tile production is concentrated in the 
Hangzhou area. The event was support-
ed by local and national authorities who 
 assured transportation, facilitating partici-
pation for factory owners. Representatives 
from 170 textile factories attended together 
with about 40 participants representing 
the chemical industry, govern ment, acade-
mia, journalists and consultants. 

ChemSec, based on the SUBSPORT training 
concept and case stories, presented a major 
part of the workshop. Other speak ers were 
representatives from national and local 
authorities and a number of companies. All 
the speakers gave a very strong message of 
the need for the textile factories to improve 
their chemicals management.  

During spring, ChemSec also finalised a 
SUBSPORT report on parabens, a group of 
cosmetic preservatives, and an evaluation 
of available alternatives. A more popular 
version of the report was also produced, 
including statements from companies that 
had phased out parabens. 

THE INTENSE WORK by ChemSec on 
SUBSPORT ended in summer 2013. However, 
the portal is still updated and dissemi-
nated, and there is continued demand 
for the SUBSPORT training activities. In 
a well-timed move, one of the partners, 
Kooperationsstelle Hamburg, managed 
to get funding to continue the work on 
SUBSPORT with a textile focus, which con-
nects very well with ChemSec’s planned 
activities.

PORT
SUBS

SUBSPORT is a free-of-charge, multi-
lingual platform for information 
ex change on alternative substances 
and technologies, as well as providing 
tools and guidance for substance 
evaluation and substitution manage-
ment. The SUBSPORT web portal aims 
to be the first entry point for anyone 
interested in substituting hazardous 
chemicals, to support companies in 
fulfilling substitution requirements 
within EU legislation, as well as being a 
resource for other stakeholders such as 

authori ties, environmental and consu-
mer organisations, and scientific insti-
tutions. SUBSPORT is run by ChemSec 
in collaboration with three partner 
organisations – Kooperationsstelle 
Hamburg (Germany), Grontmij 
(Denmark) and El Instituto Sindical 
de Trabajo, Ambiente y Salud (ISTAS) 
(Spain). SUBSPORT was inanced by EU 
Life+, Bundesanstalt für Arbeitsschutz 
und Arbeitsmedizin (BAuA) and 
Lebensministerium Austria.
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ChemLinked 1 April  “China-EU 
Chemical Substitution Forum Held 
in Hangzhou” The Forum was 
co-organized by Greenpeace and 
ChemSec with the ultimate goal 
to shift the approach of toxic che-
mical management from endpoint 
measures to source substitutions. 
The main theme of the conference 
focused on adoption of prophylactic 
chemical substitutions at early sta-
ges of the production process which 
greatly reduce downstream pollution. 
Speeches were given by professio-
nals in the field of toxic chemical 
substitutions, including experts from 
Chinese legislative departments, 
NGOs, trainers and campaigners, as 
well as industry representatives. The 
audience was made up of a diverse 
range of experts with varying back-
grounds with a particularly large 
presence coming from the textile 
industry.

Chemical Watch 2 May 2013 “NGO 
publishes paraben fact sheet”– The 
NGO ChemSec has published a 
fact sheet on parabens, discussing 
the hazards associated with these 
substances, the challenges of pre-
servation and available alternatives. 
A more in-depth study on parabens 
and their substitution has also been 
published today on the Subsport 
website.

Chemical Watch, Global Business 
Briefing, September 2013 “End in 
sight for HBCD?” – A case study 
produced by Subsport, a hazard ous 
chemicals substitution website part-
funded by the European Commission, 
says non-brominated alternatives 
to the use of flame retarded EPS in 
buildings include non-flame retarded 
EPS, mineral wool, cellulose, polyu-
rethane rigid foams and phenolic 
foams. Another case study from the 
organisation also lists alternatives to 
HBCD use in high impact polystyrene 
housings, wiring parts and textiles.



In February 2013, the UN and WHO released a report 
stating that links between hormone-disrupting 
chemi cals and common diseases are significantly 
underestimated. Despite this worrying conclusion 
and the fact that the pesticide and biocide regula-
tion states that the Commission should present 
criteria for endocrine disrupting chemicals (EDCs) by 
December 2013 EU criteria for EDCs are still not yet 
in place and the progress for adopting such criteria 
has substantially slowed down. 

ChemSec has throughout the year been in close 
contact with key stakeholders within the EU regu-
latory machinery, such as representatives from the 
European Parliament, the European Commission, EU 
member states and their competent authorities, and 
the European Chemicals Agency, and has played an 
active part in the on-going discussions about EDC 
criteria. 

Several EU member states, as well as the European 
Parliament, have expressed the need for horizontal 
EU EDC criteria strong enough to tackle the increas-
ingly severe problem of EDCs. Other regulatory 
action, such as the suggested national bans on 
 specific EDCs and the inclusion of additional EDCs 
on the REACH candidate list, have also been introdu-
ced during the year. 

The SIN List is a strong and essential element in the 
EDC debate, since the SIN List offers one of very few 
identification tools for EDCs. During the year we 
have seen how it still stands as best practice when 
it comes to defining EDCs and pushing the agenda 
towards regulation of these highly problematic sub-
stances. So far only a handful EDCs have been listed 
on the REACH candidate list, and hence the SIN List 
is well ahead regarding this subject category. 

Pushing for effective  
implementation of 
chemicals policy
– Battle over Endocrine Disruptive Chemicals (EDC)  
criteria intensified

1 0



During the year, ChemSec has informed many 
downstream users about the EDC issue and 
de scribed the on-going process within the EU 
regard ing these substances as well as expressing the 
need for taking action on these harmful chemicals. 

ChemSec has continued to coordinate a group of 
around 40 representatives from environmental and 
health NGOs from all around Europe on the EDC 
issue by facilitating monthly telephone conferences 
during which the group exchanges experiences and 
discusses common strategies and campaigns. 

ChemSec has also provided input on the French 
national EDC strategy, given significant input to 
the European Parliament’s own initiative report on 
EDCs, and been in close contact with member of 
parliament and rapporteur Åsa Westlund during the 
 development of the report.

– REGULATION OF HAZARDOUS CHEMICALS IN  
ELECTRONICS FURTHER DEBATED

The Restriction of Hazardous Substances Directive, 
RoHS, restricts the use of six hazardous chemicals 
and chemical groups in electronic and electrical 
equipment in the EU. The recast version of RoHS that 
came into force in 2011 did not add any more sub-
stances to the list of restricted substances but added 
a methodology for adding further substances to 
this list. The recast also stated that the Commission 
should evaluate substances for inclusion in RoHS by 
June 2014. 

As a result of this, EU Commission consultants have 
during 2013 developed a methodology for identifica-
tion and assessment of substances for a potential 
restriction under RoHS. ChemSec has been the 
leading NGO in this process and has provided input 
on the methodology during public consultation 
 periods as well as in stakeholder meetings. 

ChemSec’s focus has been to highlight the need 
to include brominated flame-retardants and PVC 
in the directive and for the methodology to reflect 
the criteria set out in the directive that focus on the 
waste phase. ChemSec has also highlighted the need 
for the methodology to take substandard waste 
treatment, both inside and outside of Europe, into 
account.

Another outcome of ChemSec’s work during the year 
is that the consultants have prepared a prioritisation 
list of chemicals to be evaluated for possible inclu-
sion in RoHS in the coming years. This list includes, 
for example, some brominated flame retardants and 
PVC.

› › › › ›

Endocrine disrupting chemicals (EDCs) 
interfere with hormonal communication 
between cells. Hormones play a vital role 
in many processes in the body, including 
organ  development and function, mood and 
reproduction. Endocrine-disrupting chemi-
cals have been linked to a range of health 
problems including cancer, diabetes, obesity, 
behavioural and attention deficit disorders, 
as well as impaired fertility. Endocrine-
disrupting chemicals are found in many 
 everyday consumer products.

1 1
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– REACH AUTHORISATION PROCESS INITIATED

During the year, ChemSec, together with other environmental 
and health organisations, has summarised recommendations 
for third-party participation in the REACH authorisation pro-
cess to ensure that Substances of Very High Concern (SVHCs) 
that have safer alternatives are not used. These recommend-
ations have been sent to the European Chemicals Agency 
(ECHA), the European Commission, the European Parliament 
and EU member states.

ECHA initiated a public consultation on seven applications for 
authorisation of uses considering the phthalates DEHP and 
DBP. Several of the uses applied for were very broad, which is 
very worrying. We have also contacted many companies to 
encourage them to participate in the public consultation. 

www.chemsec.org/what-we-do/influencing-public-policy

1 2

EuroActiv March 28 “Swedish minister wants 
tougher EU limits on chemicals” – The minister, 
Lena Ek, says climate change and endocrine-
disrupting chemicals are the two most 
important issues on her agenda. ”They are both 
about the coming generations and the future 
of the Earth,” Ek told EurActiv.
 Studies show ”solid” scientific evidence of 
the health-damaging effects of endocrine-
disrupting chemicals, the minister said, high-
lighting research by the Swedish professor 
Åke Bergman and the Swedish NGO ChemSec. 
Ek said she was convinced that ”immediate” 
action is necessary despite facing the risk of a 
court case with the EU.

Chemical Watch 28 May “NGOs call for EU 
Commission to listen to EDC scientists”  
– ”We are pleased to see the scientific commu-
nity join forces and leave a very clear and con-
sistent message to EU regulators on the issue 
of EDCs,” said Frida Hök, the organisation’s 
policy advisor. ”We now urge the European 
Commission to propose measurements for 
EDCs that are in line with the core content of 
the declaration.”

ENDS 17 September “Debate on new RoHS 
bans to resume in October”– On Tuesday, NGO 
ChemSec said it was disappointed that PVC 
and more brominated flame retardants (BFRs) 
had not been added to the list of substances 
under review. The RoHS directive currently 
restricts six hazardous chemicals in electrical 
and electronic equipment, including lead and 
two BFRs.

FoodProduction Daily April 05 ” NGOs call 
for third party role in REACH” – ChemSec and 
other groups raised issue with the intention 
of assuring Substances of Very High Concern 
(SVHCs) for which safer alternatives exist, do 
not continue to be used….” – My hope is that 
ECHA and also the member states take on the 
role to assure that relevant information on 
alterna tives is brought forward in the process, 
and that industry sees this as a great opportu-
nity to increase the awareness of the chemicals 
they produce” Lennquist added.



MORE AND MORE COMPANIES ARE BECOMING 
AWARE of their risks regarding the potential dangers 
of hazardous chemicals in their products and pro-
cesses, not only to their brand image but also their 
overall competitiveness. The number of companies 
that are working strategically and actively to reduce 
their use of hazardous substances is continu-
ally growing, and they are pushed by legislative 
de velopments, inspired by progressive companies’ 
strategies as well as their customers’ concern for 
safer products. 

For companies, ChemSec gives examples and guid-
ance on how substituting hazardous chemicals with 
safer alternatives is both technically and economi-
cally feasible. 

DURING 2013 CHEMSEC STARTED TO WORK closer 
with companies in the textile sector. Companies 
within this sector have, due to different circum-
stances, recognised their responsibility for hazard-
ous chemi cals in their long and complicated supply 
chains. Companies with a significant market share 
are there fore starting to phase out and control 
hazardous chemicals. To monitor the achievements 
and support these positive movements ChemSec 
was involved in giving input to the strategy of Zero 
Discharge on Hazardous Chemicals Group (a group 
of major apparel and footwear brands and retailers), 

emphasising hazard elimination instead of risk 
assessment and building contacts with the involved 
companies at their stakeholder summit.

CHEMSEC ALSO GAVE INPUT ON THE OUTDOOR 
INDUSTRY ASSOCIATION’S (OIA) chemical framework 
and held interviews with some companies and 
stake holders to understand how the textile sector 
is acting and find out where to support them to 
improve chemi cal management. OIA is the leading 
trade associ ation and voice of the outdoor recreation 
industry. The idea of a concrete tool that would also 
help smaller and medium-sized companies to imple-
ment a chemical management strategy has evolved, 
and this online guide is in preparation for a launch 
in 2014.

SINCE 2004 CHEMSEC HAS BEEN GATHERING a num-
ber of multinational companies within the ChemSec 
Business Group to enhance dialogue on progressive 
chemicals management. The Annual Business Group 
Meeting was held in Stockholm in connection with 
World Water Week, where ChemSec held a joint 
seminar with EUREAU on the topic ”Cooperation to 
Prevent Harmful Chemicals in the Water Cycle”. The 
seminar highlighted the benefits of cross-sector 
co operation between water management services, 

› › › › ›

Continuing  
the business dialogue
– Sharing experiences and best practises for chemicals 
management

1 3
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groups and companies. Boots, Shaw Industries and H&M 
presented their chemical management strategies and 
 showed the practical implementation and impacts of 
 eliminating hazardous substances and thereby controlling 
water pollution right at the source. 

AT THE ENCORD (The European Network of Construction 
Companies for Research and Development) Workshop 
in Madrid ChemSec was invited and presented the SIN 
List, SUBSPORT and chemical management options to 
an audience consisting of Sustainability Managers from 
the big European construction companies. In December, 
ChemSec held a presentation and was actively engaged 
at the annual meeting of the US NGO, Clean Production 
Action. The gather ing of progressive US companies, US 
 authorities and major NGO representative gave good 
insights into the developments in the US and allowed 
a valuable exchange and comparison of policies, NGO 
 campaigns and company strategies.

Chemical Watch, Global Business Briefing April: 
“Substituting phthalates”  –  Where there was 
once reliance on safety data sheets and on che-
mical companies for information, brand leaders 
are joining together to develop hazardous che-
micals management policies and procedures 
under the guidance of NGOs such as ChemSec 
and BizNGO. Those that have joined now, bene-
fit from additional information and advice from 
toxicologists and other medical and environme-
ntal scientists, says Alan Best, Shaw Industries.

ENDS Europe 6 September  “World water week 
puts spotlight on chemical issue” – Raising 
 awareness of the need to cut the use of chemi-
cals in consumer products is key to successfully 
reducing water pollution, delegates heard at a 
seminar held during World Water Week. Front 
runners from the ChemSec Business Group, 
which includes H&M and Boots, highlighted 
best practices in this area. Other participants 
stressed how partnerships such as the EUREAU/
ChemSec cooperation can lead to clear waters.

Fibre2fashion December 27 “ZDHC issues fram-
ework for phase out of hazardous chemicalsTo 
focus the database for prioritisation, a pared 
down list of restricted chemicals was identified 
as a starting point. The list was a subset to 
chemicals appearing on restricted or watch lists, 
such as the bluesignR system substance list, 
brand restricted substance lists, the Substitute 
it Now (SIN) list and the KEMI hazardous chemi-
cals in textiles list. ZDHC filtered the SIN list by 
”use in textiles” and highest volume to pare it 
down to relevant chemicals.
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The investment sector can play an important role in 
promoting the production and use of safer chemi-
cals as future restrictions and bans imply financial 
risks, while safer alternatives can count for greater 
market shares and therefore profit opportunities. 
Asset managers often have direct contacts with the 
management of companies and can call for strategy 
changes as a result of their influence and share of 
ownership. This is the reason behind ChemSec’s con-
tinuing engagement with the financial investment 
community.

CHEMICALS ARE STILL A COMPLEX and non-trans-
parent issue for many investors. To help investors to 
avoid investments in hazardous chemicals, ChemSec 
provides and develops tools such as the SIN List, 
the SIN Producers List and the Criteria Catalogue, 
for investment analysis regarding chemical mana-
gement. A major milestone was achieved in using 
the new, compulsory and publicly available list 
of REACH registrant names from the European 
Chemical Agency. With this information it is possible 
for the first time to find out which companies pro-
duce and import Substances of Very High Concern 

within EU. FOR THE FIRST TIME INVESTORS CAN 
direct their requests for more details (volume, profit, 
alternatives) to the right recipients. The launch of 
the The SIN Producers List for Investors attracted 
widespread attention including three articles in pro-
minent, target group relevant media: Handelsblatt 
(DE), Responsible Investor (UK), and Environmental 
 finance (UK), as well as an editorial in Chemical 
Watch. 

CHEMSEC SPREAD THE NEWS of this new data in 
the investment world by presenting it at investors’ 
meet ings in London and Paris. ChemSecs partner 
WHEB in the UK, a specialised, sustainable asset 
manager invited interested persons from a variety 
of investment firms, from specialised fund mana-
gers to major insurance asset managers. ChemSecs 
presentation marked the start of a serious of confe-
rence calls with chemical sector analysts and joint 
activities, including bilateral talks and meetings with 
relevant companies. 

› › › › ›

The financial aspects of  
hazardous chemicals
– Raising awareness in the investment community
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Chemical Watch May 6  “Investors seek advise 
to avoid hazardous chemicals” - Financial 
investors in London and Paris invited inter-
national NGO, ChemSec, to speak about the 
financial risks and opportunities within the 
chemical industry. Discussions centred on sus-
tainable practices and joining forces to avoid 
investments in the production of hazardous 
chemicals.

EurActiv 7 March “Firms using toxic chemi-
cals ’named and shamed’ in new database” 
Andersson said socially responsible investors 
are often looking into a lot of information, but 
they tend to forget chemicals when they look 
for sustainability:”When we look at socially 
responsible investors they look very much into 
carbon emissions, waste and how much water 
is used for production and then judge whether 
a company is sustainable or not. Only in few 
cases they look into what companies are really 
producing. For example, if they are chemical 
producers, are they then using lots of chemi-
cals that are very hazardous?”According to 
ChemSec, the new database can also be used 
by investors to limit risks, as companies with 
a large turnover from chemicals might face a 
ban on these later on.”

1 6

› › › › ›

IN PARIS, 34 MEMBERS of the French Socially Responsible 
Investment Association, FIR, attended ChemSecs presenta-
tion and discussion. In France, direct engagement with 
companies has just begun, and FIR plans to use the chemi-
cal issue as one of the first topics to start a dialogue with 
companies. ChemSec regards the corporate social responsi-
bility CSR rating agencies as key stakeholders in this invest-
ment universe. They do the research into companies, they 
evaluate companies on a continuous and periodical basis 
and then sell this knowledge to the asset managers. We 
are therefore in constant dialogue with the major rating 
agencies in Europe and try to meet them face-to-face. 

ChemSec has taken part in discussions about a chemical 
scorecard, which is currently being developed by Clean 
Production Action (CPA), in order to raise the investors’ 
work to an advanced level. 



Our main communications work during the year has 
been carried out in relation to the launch of SIN 2.1, 
the list of SIN producers and planning for future pro-
jects. The reports we have published during the year 
are Parabens – everyday endocrine disruptors to be 
phased out, The SIN Producers List for investors and 
an update of The SIN Producers List. 

ON OUR WEBSITE we continuously publish our own 
news and comments and views on current affairs, 
reports and events. The website is continuously 
developed and restructured. The website had an 
average of 4000 visits per month during the year, 
with the top score being in March after the launch 
of the SIN 2.1 update. The SIN list database was 
 visited by an average of 1500 visitors per month, 
with the top score being in March.

OUR TWO NEWSLETTERS targeting companies and 
financial investors have been distributed three times 
during the year, and we have sent out news alerts to 
a wide range of stakeholders making them aware of 
our most important news, including the use of social 
media channels such as Twitter.

WE HAVE DEVELOPED AN OVERALL COMMUNICA-
TIONS PLAN for the organisation, participated in 
conferences in Europe as well as in the US and Japan, 
and we have attended and given presentations at 
numerous conferences throughout the year. 

› › › › ›

Communications and 
press coverage
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Meetings
2013
During the year, ChemSec staff has attended  
different meetings, conferences and event  
across the world.

BOSTON

BRUSSELS

RIGA

HAMBURG
PARIS

GÖTEBORG

AMSTERDAM

BARCELONA

BASEL

LONDON

STOCKHOLM

HELSINKI

MADRID

COPENHAGEN
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BEIJING

TOKYO

HANGZHOU
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The ChemSec head office is located in Gothenburg, 
Sweden, but staff members are also located in 
Munich, Germany. Altogether seven persons were 
employed at ChemSec at the end of the year.

The board elected in 2012, which sat until ChemSec’s 
Annual General Meeting on 16 of May 2013, 
 consisted of the following members:

• Anna Forslund, WWF (chair)

• Ulrika Dahl, Swedish Society for Nature 
 Conservation

• Sven-Erik Sjöstrand, Friends of the Earth 

• Lovisa Bergsten, Nature and Youth

Since 16th of May 2013 the board has consisted of 
the following members:

• Helena Norin, (chair) Swedish Society for Nature 
 Conservation

• Erik Pettersson, WWF

• Sven-Erik Sjöstrand, Friends of the Earth 

• Haldor Lorimer-Olsson, Nature and Youth

Staff, office and board



Financial Statement 
INCOME STATEMENT Note 2013 2012

    
TOTAL OPERATING REVENUES 1 6 301 228 SEK 5 544 244 SEK 

TOTAL OPERATING EXPENSES 2 5 337 276 SEK  4 957 916 SEK

OPERATING RESULT  963 952 SEK  586 328 SEK 

RESULT FROM FINANCIAL INVESTMENTS
Interest income  130 SEK  0 SEK
Other financial income  14 868 SEK 29 003 SEK
Interest expenses  -919 SEK  -486 SEK
Other financial expenses  -14 689 SEK 0 SEK

RESULT AFTER FINANCIAL INCOME AND COSTS 963 342 SEK 614 845 SEK

RESULT OF CURRENT YEAR  963 342 SEK  614 845 SEK 

SUPPLEMETARY DISCLOSURE

NOTE 1 OPERATING INCOME  2013 

Grant Swedish Government  4 000 000 SEK 
Grant European Commission  419 965 SEK 
Grant private foundataions, authorities  
and intergovernmental organisations  1 853 998 SEK 
Other remuneration (printed matters, lectures etc) 27 265 SEK 

Total  6 301 228 SEK 

NOTE 2 OPERATING EXPENSES   2013 

Salaries and other staff costs  3 746 467 SEK 
Non-project related travel expenses  16 359 SEK 
Expenses for consultants, board and organisations fees 243 373 SEK 
Premises (rent, phone, internet etc)  406 188 SEK 
Program: SIN 3.0  139 001 SEK
Program: Influencing the Public Policy  172 020 SEK 
Program: Show Business the way forward  471 702 SEK 
Program: Pantering with investors  83 652 SEK 
Communication  58 514 SEK 
Fundraising   

Total  5 337 276 SEK 
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BALANCE SHEET 2013 2012

ASSETS
Fixed assets

Equipment 0 SEK  0 SEK

Current assets

Current receivables

Accounts receivables  0 SEK  0 SEK 
Other receivables  45 672 SEK   56 606 SEK 
Deferred expenses and accrued income 58 125 SEK 71 521 SEK
  
 
Cash and bank 1 154 612 SEK 1 534 235 SEK
Fund account 1 563 355 SEK 371 487 SEK
USD account 648 791 SEK 0 SEK
Savings 11 785 SEK 11 685 SEK

TOTAL ASSETS 3 482 340 SEK 2 045 534 SEK

EQUITY AND LIABILITIES NOTE 

Equity 3

Retained earnings 170 734 SEK 1 004 601 SEK

Result from previous year 614 845 SEK -833 867 SEK

Result of the year 963 342 SEK 614 845 SEK

Current liabilities

Accounts payable-trade 232 483 SEK 133 540 SEK

Employee withholding taxes 69 818 SEK 23 892 SEK

Accrued social security charges 77 663 SEK 32 990 SEK

Accrued special salary taxes 90 646 SEK 95 581 SEK

Other current liabilities 53 538 SEK 32 516 SEK

Accrued expenses and deferred income 1 209 271 SEK 941 436 SEK

TOTAL EQUITY AND LIABILITIES 3 482 340 SEK 2 045 534 SEK

NOTE 3 EQUITY 

SEK 1 261 388 was contracted in 2013 for work in 2013/2014.
Only SEK 175 500 of this amount was paid out in 2013 and  
1 088 888 shall be paid out 2014.
The balance is payable on delivery.





ChemSec – the International Chemical Secretariat

Norra Allégatan 5, SE-413 01 Göteborg, Sweden
Phone:  +46(0)31 711 04 95
E-mail:  info@chemsec.org
www.chemsec.org

ChemSec, a nonprofit environmental organisation, is a leading 
advocate of chemicals policy based on current scientific under
standing. Our mission is to substantially reduce the use of 
hazard ous chemicals and its impact on health and the environ
ment. To promote sustainable innovation, we offer guidance and 
tools for effective chemicals management. In addition, ChemSec 
works to speed up legislative processes, engage business and act 
as a catalyst for progressive dialogue and action. Our vision is a 
world free of hazardous chemicals.


