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Luxembourg, 29 May 2017 

 

Scientific Committee on Consumer Safety (SCCS)  

4
th

 Plenary Meeting  

 

6 and 7 June 2017, Luxembourg  

Draft Agenda 

 

 

06 June 2017 

 

1. Welcome and apologies, approval of the agenda and declaration of interests 

 

2. List of points discussed and conclusions 

 

2.1 Follow-up of adopted opinions  

2.2 New mandate(s):  

 

 2-(4-tert-butylbenzyl)propionaldehyde (BMHCA) – Submission II 

 

2.3 Draft opinions (for discussion): 

 
Cosmetic Ingredients 

 Fragrance Vetiver Oil - submission III 

 2-(4-tert-butylbenzyl)propionaldehyde (BMHCA) – submission II 

 Aluminium in cosmetic products – submission II 

 Di-HEMA Trimethylhexyl Dicarbamate, HEMA and Urethane acrylates 

Nanomaterial in cosmetic ingredients 

 Styrene/acrylates copolymers (nano) CAS No 9010-92-8, EC No 927-710-1 and 

Sodium styrene/Acrylates copolymer (nano) CAS No 9010-92-8 

 Colloidal Silver (nano) ) CAS No 7440-22-4, EC No 231-131-3 

Methodology 

 Quantitative Risk Assessment method (QRA 2) 
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2.4 Comments on opinions 

 
Cosmetic Ingredients 

 Dimethylpiperazinium Aminopyrazolopyridine HCl (A164) - SCCS/1584/17  

 Methoxypropylamino Cyclohexenylidene Ethoxyethylcyanoacetate (S87) - 

Submission I  - SCCS/1587/17  

 Water-soluble zinc salts used in oral hygiene products - Submission I - 

SCCS/1586/17  

 Basic Blue 99 (C059)  - SCCS/1585/17  

Nanomaterial in cosmetic ingredients 

 Titanium Dioxide (nano form) as UV-Filter in sprays - SCCS/1583/17 

3. Information from Commission and member of the SCCS 

 

4. Next meeting(s)  

 

5. A.O.B. 

 

---------------- 
 

 

07 June 2017 

 

Session on Uncertainty 

1. Approval of the agenda and declaration of interests  

  

2. List of points discussed and conclusions 

• Introduction and objectives  

• Why do we need to address uncertainty, and what output is required? 

• EFSA Guidance 

• Qualitative, deterministic and probabilistic methods for uncertainty analysis 

• Note of guidance SCCS and SCHEER Memorandum on weight of evidence and 

uncertainty 

• Discussion: how the EFSA guidance could inspire the work of Scientific Committees? 

Analogies and differences 

• Follow-up  
 

3. Next steps  

 

4. A.O.B.  

https://ec.europa.eu/health/sites/health/files/scientific_committees/consumer_safety/docs/sccs_o_209.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/health/sites/health/files/scientific_committees/consumer_safety/docs/sccs_o_208.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/health/sites/health/files/scientific_committees/consumer_safety/docs/sccs_o_208.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/health/sites/health/files/scientific_committees/consumer_safety/docs/sccs_o_207.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/health/sites/health/files/scientific_committees/consumer_safety/docs/sccs_o_205.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/health/scientific_committees/consumer_safety/opinions_en#extra-op-5
https://ec.europa.eu/health/sites/health/files/scientific_committees/consumer_safety/docs/sccs_o_206.pdf

