Representative Brooks Q1: Are microbeads having different impacts on different parts of the country or are
microbeads having a blanket impact on all U.S. waterways? Are there certain states where this is more
problematic than others?

A:  While comprehensive data do not exist today to determine if microbeads are occurring in all U.S. waterways,
it is likely that the potential presence of microbeads is different across the country and coming from a variety
of sources. This may be due to several possible causes:

e  Waterways that have facilities that manufacture microbeads alongside them will likely have higher
concentrations of microbeads (at least prior to waste water treatment facility removal).

o Different water treatment facilities across the country have different removal capabilities, and thus could
result in different levels of microbeads in the environment.

e [t's unclear what contribution various sources of microbeads have in the aquatic environment. However,
if any microbeads are coming from rinse off consumer products, waterways near high population areas
would be expected to have higher levels of microbeads going into waste water treatment facilities.

Representative Butterfield Q1: What is involved in the process of reformulation and what is the cost to
companies to reformulate?

A:  When product reformulation is necessary, it is very complex, time-consuming and expensive. It is not a matter
of simply switching out one ingredient for a different ingredient. A lot of questions need to be answered by
many experts before an updated product can go to market. The process typically involves:

e Research & development to identify, test and qualify a replacement ingredient

e Efficacy/effectiveness consumer testing and qualification of the reformulated product containing the new
ingredient

e Meeting safety and regulatory requirements for the new ingredient and product

e Scale-up and qualification of new manufacturing process, distribution, etc. (i.e. supply chain issues)

The following infographic helps to explain the complicated process of product reformulation.
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Representative Butterfield Q2: What amount of time does the industry need to phase out the use of
microbeads?

A:

Illinois was the first state to ban the use of synthetic plastic microbeads in personal care products. The
effective dates ban the manufacture of products effective December 31, 2017 and ban the sale of
products containing microbeads effective December 31, 2018. An additional year is provided for over-
the-counter drugs, as these products follow a different FDA regulatory scheme.

This timeframe ensures manufacturers of all sizes have adequate time to reformulate with alternative
ingredients that are safe for consumers, the environment and meet all requirements of the Federal Food,
Drug and Cosmetic Act.

Representative Butterfield Q3: What steps have some in your industry already taken to address the inclusion of
microbeads in products?

A:

Plastic microbeads are used in cosmetic and personal care products because of their safe and effective
exfoliating properties. However, despite the absence of any peer-reviewed science on the contribution
from personal care products of plastic microbeads in the aquatic environment, and out of an abundance
of caution, many personal care products companies have voluntarily committed to discontinue
formulating with plastic microbeads in cleansing products in favor of other viable alternatives.

Representative Butterfield Q4: Is the industry united in asking for a federal solution?

A:

The nation’s personal care products companies are pleased to support efforts that demonstrate our
longstanding commitment to the global stewardship of their products. We urge policy makers to work
with all sectors of the business community as they seek to eliminate plastic waste in our waterways and
to identify effective and realistic solutions that consider the existing and emerging science as it becomes
available.

Our industry, NGOs and various other stakeholders worked collaboratively in 2014 to pass landmark
legislation in lllinois banning microbeads from cleansing and rinse-off personal care products. Shortly
thereafter, the Council of State Governments approved model legislation — based on the success in lllinois
— banning microbeads in personal care products, and accepted it as “Suggested State Legislation” in order
to help officials in other states shape public policy on this issue. Our preference is to advocate for similar
legislation to be enacted throughout the United States (i.e., a federal approach). This would avoid a
patchwork of potentially different regulations across the states.



