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REACH4TEXTILES - HOW

Sample picking Understanding test 
resultsTesting

Which samples ?

How to be effective ?

Risk-based approach 
for sample picking

Which method for 
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Screening or … ?

Selection of test

Understanding test 
report

Dealing with 
reproducibility and 

repeatablity ??

Best Practices

Across EU member 
states

Training tools
Lessons learned
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REACH4TEXTILES workshops

• 3  Workshops in July 2023
• Brussels, Berlin, Milan 

• 12 participating countries

• Update and open discussions on
• Status and structure of market surveillance for textiles

• Market surveillance testing, campaigns and results

• Needs and support: training and information
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Status of market surveillance for textiles

Report 1: Structure and actors 
• Identify relevant authorities
• Gaps and overlaps in duties
• Collaboration

Report 2: Available expertise
• Desk-research 
• Outreach up to 50 authorities in 27 countries 
• best practices in testing textiles
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RESULTS Report 1 – market surveillance structure
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RESULTS Report 2 – methodologies to prioritise 1/2

Risk-based approach
66% (21)

No specific methodology
6% (2)

N/A
28% (9)



Funded by

RESULTS Report 2 – methodologies to prioritise 2/2
Safety Gate
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RESULTS Report 2 – articles prioritised
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RESULTS Report 2: substances prioritised

Azodyes
28%

Cadmium
8%

Phthalates
13%

CMRs
15%

Chromium VI
15%

Lead
5%

Nonylphenol/ethoxylates
5%

Nickel
2%

Orgatonin compounds
3%

SCCP
3%

PAH
3%

Information from 12 countries
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RESULTS Report 2 – checks

44% (14)

12%…

44%…

Do REACH authorities carry out 
checks online?

Yes

No

N/A

Regularly
9% (3)

Periodically
19% (6)

Every year
16% (5)

Not prioritised
6% (2)

N/A
50% (16)

How often textiles are checked ?
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RESULTS Report 2: how many textiles(1) per year

Replies from 7 countries

- 922
- 205  (non-compliance)                                              
- 49 
- +- 90
- 20-30
- 1000
- 3-10

- Medium     < 10  Mln.
- Small          <   5  Mln.
- Medium     < 10  Mln.
- Medium     < 10  Mln.
- Small          <   5  Mln.
- Large           > 40  Mln
- Medium     < 10  Mln.

Country population

(1) Note: footwear may be included in some cases  
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RESULTS - insights 

o Online marketplaces is a struggle: some countries have not started, some check EU/ third companies

o Knowledge source: many states mentioned involvement on REF10 project as good source.

o Data exchange: need a more interoperable EU system to report on non-compliant products. Current
uses: ICSMS and Safety Gate in addition to independent national systems.

o Testing: in most cases authorities work with independent labs; in rare cases with in-house labs; in a few
cases, no laboratories in the Member States; authorities checking certificates of manufacturers
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Considerations for Member States

o Establishing a REACH or Textiles Working Group to improve collaboration

o Collaborative meetings/ notification system between authorities for REACH, Textiles labelling and customs 
to exchange info on non-compliances

o In countries where REACH in Textiles has not yet been prioritised, workshops to build on expertise from other 
Member States 

o In countries where little non-compliances has been found, update or diversify the risk-based methodology
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MARKET SURVEILLANCE 
CAMPAIGN TEST RESULTS

RISK BASE SAMPLING
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Define sub parts complex article

• Identify all the sub parts of a complex article:
• Accessories
• Woven parts
• Knitted parts
• Parts that are confectioned together
• Zippers, pullers, cords, pockets, …
• Coated parts



Funded by

Risk based testing matrix
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Testing methods
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FINAL STATISTICS R4T
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General statistics

Total # tests R4T 2374

Failed test results 43

Total # articles R4T 160

Failed 26
98,19

1,81%

FAILED TESTS

83,75%

16,25%

FAILED ARTICLES

P A S S
F A I L
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General statistics

Failed chemicals + percentage
Total 
tests Fail %

Carcinogenic amines 279 1 0,36

PAH's 215 3 1,40

Phthalates 191 8 4,19

APEO 440 14 3,18

Metals 397 1 0,25

Nickel release 43 3 6,97

SCCP/MCCP 170 3 1,76

Chromium VI 33 8 24,24
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General statistics

Origin fails overall R4T

China 11 
(66)

Portugal 1

Pakistan 1

North Macedonia 1

Unknown 6

Bangladesh 3

Burma 1

The Netherlands 1

India 1

Total fail 26

China

Portugal
PakistanNorth Macedonia

Unknown

Bangladesh

Burma
The Netherlands India

ORIGIN FAILS R4T
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TESTING CAMPAIN 
CONCLUSIONS

.
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Conclusions
• Total tests performed in R4T: 2374
• Tests failed: 43
• Fail rate: 1,81%

• Total tested complex articles: 160
• Failed articles: 26
• Fail rate: 16,25%

• Most of the fails come from China: 11/66 (16,67%).
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Conclusions

• 1st test campaign: every article failed on only one parameter
• 2nd test campaign: more targeted selections based on input from test 

campaign 2 leads to more non compliancies
• Risk based approach works
• Buy enough material
• Focus is clear: chemicals and product groups with higher risks are defined.
• Testing methods on Ni and CrVI are not enforceable due to weak testing

method
• Tested OEKO-TEX® certified articles fulfill legal requirements
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MATERIALS AVAILABLE
FOR USERS

.
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Leaflet for authorities
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Leaflet for authorities
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Conclusions and suggestions

1. More harmonisation: risk-based approach and sanctions
2. Financial aid and capacity building: to improve surveillance
3. Knowledge building necessary: trainings and workshops*
4. Introduce an EU body i.e. Chemicals and Textiles ADCO to harmonise the work
5. Introduce a unique interoperable database across Member States

(*R4T results can help)
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