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Hi hli htHighlights

GC3 marketing and outreach
Quarterly newsletters (to more than 
600 people)600 people)
Webinars
Outreach and recruitment to new Outreach and recruitment to new 
sectors – retail, electronics, health 
care, pharmaceuticals
Reflected in new faces at GC3



Hi hli htHighlights

Transition to a membership 
organization

Fi li ti  f b  id liFinalization of member guidelines
Collection of dues (about $75,000)
66+ official members with many more 66+ official members with many more 
still participating in groups, webinars, 
etc.
Focus on building business participation

Move towards project groups p j g p
from working groups





GC3 P bli tiGC3 Publications

M i  C ' N d  f  Ch i l Meeting Customers' Needs for Chemical 
Data: A Guidance Document for Suppliers, 
February 2011y
Compilation of Terms Marketing Green 
Products: A Green Glossary, November 
20102010.
Two book chapters on GC3.
Press and stakeholder recognition of Press and stakeholder recognition of 
reports













GC3 Ed tiGC3 Education

Q l  bi  ( d d b  40 50 Quarterly webinars (attended by 40-50 
people)

Green Chemistry EducationGreen Chemistry Education
Overview of EPA safer alternatives activities
California Draft Consumer Product Alternatives 
RegulationsRegulations
Nike’s green chemistry activities

Trips to Washington DC, Fall 2010, Winter p g , ,
2011

Meetings with EPA, Congressional Staff, NSF

P l  d i   j  Panels and presentations at major 
conferences/webinars



Annual GC3 Innovators Roundtable 
Meetings

2005: Charlottesville, VA
2007: Lowell, MA
2008: Beaverton, OR

2009: Broomfield, CO 

2010: Houston, TX
2011: Cupertino CA2011: Cupertino CA



GC3 P j t GGC3 Project Groups

B i  d A d i  P hiBusiness and Academic Partnerships
Model business-academic collaboration to 
advance alternatives to phthalates in wire advance alternatives to phthalates in wire 
and cable. 
Facilitating Chemical Data Flow Along 
Supply Chains 
Development of a guidance document for 
suppliers on the data needs of fabricators suppliers on the data needs of fabricators 
and formulators and how best to provide 
such 



GC3 P j t GGC3 Project Groups
Incentivizing Green Chemistry Incentivizing Green Chemistry 
Along Supply Chains

A statement on incentives to support green A statement on incentives to support green 
chemistry development and adoption along 
supply chains

Portal of Tools & Systems Retailers 
Use to Manage Chemicals in ProductsUse to Manage Chemicals in Products
Development of a web resource for retailers 
that outlines various tools available to more that outlines various tools available to more 
effectively manage chemicals in products.



Ad i C ittAdvisory Committee
Berkeley Cue  Pfizer (retired) Berkeley Cue, Pfizer (retired) 
John Frazier, Nike 
Lauren Heine, Lauren Heine LLC 
Bob Israel, Johnson Diversey
Ri h Li ff  I t  E i t l H lth N t k Rich Liroff, Investor Environmental Health Network 
Roger McFadden, Corporate Express 

Plus Lowell Center for Sustainable Production



Hi hli ht f k GC3 ti itiHighlights of key GC3 activities
Successful support for passage of America 
COMPETES and beginning work with NSF about COMPETES and beginning work with NSF about 
green chemistry funding
Input and support for EPA DfE transparency and 
alternatives assessment efforts
Continued engagement as key actor on Green 
Chemistry Research and Development at Federal 
Level – work with Whitehouse Office of Science 
and Technology Policy and Senate Commerce and Technology Policy and Senate Commerce 
Cmte staff 
Advancing outreach to retailers including meeting 
on chemicals management in the retail industry

f fDevelopment of model for industry/ academic 
collaboration for advancing GC research and 
application
Retreat and guidance document on meeting Retreat and guidance document on meeting 
customer’s needs for chemical data. 





Wh t’ i th tWhat’s new in the past year
Continued policy development at state level and 
collaboration between states  collaboration between states. 
Companies submitting first REACH registrations as well 
as completing Classification and Labeling requirements.  
First authorization requirements s au o a o equ e e s
Asia pushing the envelope on toxics
Continued consumer concern about toxic substances in 
products and greater use of web-based support in 

d t h i  product choices 
Increased retailer and chemical user engagement in 
demanding greater information and safety through 
supply chains.supply chains.
Change in Congress/continued focus on economy 
challenges efforts.
Increased federal collaboration and movement towards 
“ l ” b ld d“solutions” – bold ideas.



State Chemicals Policy
2009 2010 L i l ti S i2009-2010 Legislative Session

Single Chemical RestrictionsSingle Chemical Restrictions
Bisphenol A—7 states, 4 counties, 1 city enacted; 19 states, the 
District of Columbia, 1 county, 1 city proposed
Cadmium—4 state enacted, 4 states proposed
Lead—4 states enacted, 9 states and District of Columbia proposed
PBDEs—4 states enacted, 12 states proposed

P d t C t iProduct Categories
Cleaning Products—5 states enacted, 13 states proposed
Children’s Products and Toys—3 states enacted, 24 states proposed
Cosmetics—9 states proposed

Comprehensive Policies to Identify, Prioritize, 
d M  Ch i l  f C

p y, ,
and Manage Chemicals of Concern

2 states enacted (MN and ME), 10 states proposed
Green Chemistry

CT—Enacted legislation to establish Chemical Innovations Institute 
MN enacted and MI proposed legislation to incorporate definitions of 

 h i t  i t  i  d l t li i
p p g p

green chemistry into economic development policies
Establishment of Interstate Clearinghouse 
on Chemicals









TSCA reform legislation re-
i t d dintroduced

fBeginning of a long discussion
Sections on Green Chemistry and 

f l h dsafer alternatives enhanced
Network of green chemistry centers
T i i  d hTraining and research
Reduced burdens for innovation in 
safer chemicalssafer chemicals



Continued EPA initiatives on green 
h i t d f lt tichemistry and safer alternatives

Advancing data transparency g p y
Changes to Confidential Business information requirements
Posting of TSCA inventory on-line
Inventory Update Rule changesy p g

Additional chemical testing rules
Chemical action plans for chemicals of concern
Ad i  f  h i  h h D i  f  Advancing safer chemistry through Design for 
Environment

Formulators initiative – new guidelines for g
transparency
Partnership programs for informed substitution  -
comments on alternatives assessment processcomments on alternatives assessment process.

ORD efforts



CDC National Conversation on 
Ch i l EChemical Exposures

“A fundamental shift of emphasis is needed A fundamental shift of emphasis is needed 
in our nation’s approach to chemical 
exposures toward the development, 
d ti  d l ti  f f  adoption, and evaluation of safer 

alternatives.  Preventing and eliminating 
problems at the source before harm occurs 
is a fundamental and proactive public 
health goal. Given that it is impossible to 
have full scientific certainty regarding have full scientific certainty regarding 
public health risks, however, policymakers 
need decision-making tools that employ 

i tifi  i  d   scientific rigor and encourage a common-
sense, precautionary approach.”







Agency interest in advancing 
h i l /greener chemicals/processes

OS /OS h hNIOSH/OSHA – prevention through 
design
CPSC phthalate alternativesCPSC – phthalate alternatives
GSA – Executive Order 13514
“reducing and minimizing the quantity of toxic reducing and minimizing the quantity of toxic 
and hazardous chemicals and materials 
acquired, used, or disposed of... implementing 
integrated pest management and other integrated pest management and other 
appropriate landscape management practices; 
and increasing agency use of acceptable 
alternative chemicals and processes in keeping alternative chemicals and processes in keeping 
with the agency's procurement policies.”



NGOs wielding influence in safer 
h i lchemicals





Ch ll f th f tChallenges for the future
Ensuring new policy developments support 
i i i f d G Ch iinnovation in DfE and Green Chemistry.
Ensuring adequate information and tools are  
available to ensure companies can make available to ensure companies can make 
informed decisions in moving towards safer 
materials.
Ensuring that DfE/Green Chemistry remain Ensuring that DfE/Green Chemistry remain 
priorities, adequately resourcing programs.
Ensuring a new cadre of trained scientists
Ensuring good communication and dialog up 
and down supply chains to move in the right 
direction   direction.  
Making the case for GC and safer products.



Programmatic questions as we move 
forward

What are key focal areas where the GC3 can y
provide value added - defining deliverable work 
products, and advancing the mission of the GC3 
and its participants?and its participants?
What projects will best engage participants 
actively in providing concrete impacts in 
practice and policy? practice and policy? 
How do we engage GC3 participant leadership?



Strategic Directions - Organizational

H  d   d th  GC3 i   k  t   How do we expand the GC3 in new key sectors:  
retail, pharma, personal care, electronics, auto
How to ensure active participation to build energy 

d i t t i  th  GC3 d “ hi ”  th  and interest in the GC3 and “ownership” over the 
network and projects.
How to ensure adequate resources for coordination, 
d i i t ti  d h/ t hadministration and research/outreach.

How to link more effectively to other efforts to avoid 
duplication – more and more efforts
How to identify the “right” people in different 
companies to engage them in the GC3.


