
 

 
 
April 6, 2018 
 
 
 
 
 
Ms. Kei Ohno Woodall 
Secretariat of the Stockholm Convention 
United Nations Environment Programme 
11-13 chemin des Anémones 
CH-1219, Chatelaine, Geneva, Switzerland 

 
Re: Draft Addendum to the adopted Risk Management evaluation on Pentadecafluorooctanoic 
acid (PFOA), its salts and PFOA-related compounds – CVMA comments 
 
Dear Ms. Ohno-Woodall: 
 
The Canadian Vehicle Manufacturers’ Association (CVMA) representing FCA Canada Inc., Ford Motor 
Company of Canada, Limited, and General Motors Canada Company appreciates the opportunity to 
comment on the Draft Addendum to the adopted Risk Management evaluation on PFOA, its salts and 
PFOA-related compounds distributed on February 23, 2018 and the opportunity to participate in this 
activity as a specific exemptions need to be afforded for PFOA use in the automotive sector.  Honda of 
Canada Mfg. and Toyota Motor Manufacturing Canada Inc. share our comments and support this letter.  
This letter represents the collective view of all vehicle manufacturers operating in Canada.   
 
For context setting perspective, it is important to highlight that auto manufacturers are users and 
purchasers of a large number of chemicals and products which are supplied locally or imported from 
around the world for the purpose of assembling vehicles.  Information on PFOA or other substances is 
derived from information contained in the Safety Data Sheets disclosed by the supply base, and depends 
on thresholds for disclosure limits and the availability of CAS numbers. Without this information, the 
industry is not able to confirm the presence of a substance.   
 
Our submission dated January 12, 2018 provided relevant information and supporting rationale for our 
request on the need for an exemption for PFOA for service and replacement parts based on the available 
information.  We also indicated PFOA presence in current production vehicles, which was new 
information.  The request for exemption in new vehicles is related to potential use of PFOAs that are not 
listed on the Global Automotive Substances List (GADSL) or listed on GADSL but used below the 
declaration concentration of 0.1%.  The auto industry can only provide usage information if it is available, 
and in the absence of information on PFOA, we cannot assume that the substance is not present given 
disclosure thresholds and other limitations.   
 
We wish to clarify the industry’s proactive phase-out of PFOA and how it has been characterized in the 
addendum document.  Our efforts have been focused on a select number of PFOAs as information was 
not available on a broad number of other PFOAs.  Also, we are seeing decreases in the use for those 
PFOAs listed in the Global Automotive Substances List (GADSL) and in some instances due to company 
specific restrictions or bans on PFOA-containing parts (based on a list of specific PFOA identified for a 
specific company and may not be on GADSL).   
 
We recognize that a non-exhaustive list has been made available, providing information on the scope of 
substances covered under the risk management evaluation of PFOA with CAS numbers, which is 
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positive.  However, the challenge is that the list has not been in circulation for a long enough duration to 
allow proper data collection on the presence of PFOA in our industry or from the large, complex, tiered 
global supply chain.  Also, a correction is required with respect to the title of Figure 4.3 of the addendum 
document as the table is a list of PFOA substances on GADSL and not a list of alternatives. 
 
We are concerned that item 186 states that key automotive associations have notified their members and 
suppliers that PFOA will be listed in Stockholm and these substances should be substituted.  We are 
unaware of this occurring and question if this may have occurred on a regional basis rather than in a 
broader global context.  The areas where PFOA are currently found (based on available information) are 
in specialized gaskets, seals, linings in engine, fuel and transmission systems, vehicle safety restraint 
systems and air bag systems. The concentrations tend to be less than 1% in the material and many are at 
concentrations of less than 0.2% of a part.  As indicated previously, we expect the mass of PFOA in 
various components to be very small given the low concentrations.    
 
On specific uses in typical service and spare parts and associated quantities, there are limitations on 
providing information because we do not have either the breadth or level of detail of information as we 
had for decaBDE.  The information for decaBDE was based on a single CAS number that was collected 
over an extended period of time.  In the case of PFOAs, there are many substances involved.  We wish to 
clarify our comment on the similarities between PFOA and decaBDE with respect to service and 
replacement parts.  Similar to decaBDE service and replacement parts, PFOA service and replacement 
parts from our sector require an alternative phase out on timing because the impact of these parts on the 
environment is relatively small and will decrease every year as a result of vehicle fleet turn over (i.e. 
vehicle retirement).  Again, CAS numbers are essential for collecting information on substances.  For 
specific uses and quantities in service and replacement parts, we are not able to provide information on a 
retroactive basis.  Additionally, the information we are able to provide is dependent on what is available 
through GADSL and we have no means of confirming its presence if it is not on GADSL.   
 
On the issue of use and regional specificity of PFOA, we wish to clarify that an exemption is not being 
requested for service parts due to any unique technical or market conditions in North America.  The 
exemption is required in recognition of the lack of information in general on PFOA and also because the 
non-exhaustive list has not been in circulation for a long enough duration to allow proper data collection 
on the presence of PFOA in the industry.  This concern is not region-specific.  We further note that parts 
in production prior to 2016 would not be required to declare the substances on the PFOA non-exhaustive 
list.  As a precautionary measure, the exemptions are required to recognize the possible but as of yet 
unknown presence of PFOA in all vehicles. This is supported by the recent correspondence provided by 
European Automobile Manufacturers Association (ACEA) on February 15th, 2018 to the Secretariat on 
PFOA.  
 
The draft addendum requires some revision so that any opinions or statements which may or not be not 
applicable or relevant (e.g. item 186, item 197) are addressed.  We have some suggested changes to the 
document and will be forwarding them to Secretariat by next week. 
 
We have taken note that some further information needs have been identified and are currently working 
to see if any further information can be provided.   
 
The conclusion section in the addendum document, Section 4.7.6 on page 32 needs to be revised to 
indicate that an exemption is necessary for service and replacement parts as well as new vehicles.  We 
are not supportive of the conclusion, as presented, given that we have provided rationale on the need for 
the exemption. 
 
In summary, the auto industry needs an alternative timing for the phase out for service and replacement 
parts applications.  There are data limitation and disclosure challenges on identifying PFOA, CAS 
numbers are critical for our sector and PFOA continues to be manufactured as a product in the global 
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market and the risk exists of it entering the auto supply chain without the automotive manufacturers’ 
knowledge. 
 
We trust that our comments will be considered and it may be beneficial to arrange a discussion with the 
Secretariat to review and clarity our input.   
 
Yours sincerely, 

 
 
Yasmin Tarmohamed 
Vice-President, Environment, Health and Safety 
 
Attachment (to follow) 
 
cc:  R. Payet, Stockholm Convention Secretariat 

M. D’Iorio, Environment and Climate Change Canada 
J. F. Ferry, Environment and Climate Change Canada 
J. Warsen, ACEA 
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