


2009 Règlement pesticides
critères guillotine (Cut-off)
> Définition

2012 Règlement biocides 
+ Provision REACH

DEADLINE déc. 2013

TOP DÉPART



La MISSION



40 millions € / an
170 employés

DAVID contre GOLIATH saison 275 episode 83

680.260 € / an
8 employés



La SCIENCE est un SPORT DE COMBAT

2012 Rapport Kortenkamp
sur l’État de la science sur 
les pertubateurs 
endocriniens





La MATRICE
Manufacture du doute  

Incertitude –> doute
(Surtout dans l’esprit du décideur)

Moyen : 
Création de pseudo-controverses

Exemples : 
Amiante, pesticides, changement 
climatique



(Source :  Mc Garity TD, Wagner WE. Bending Science. Harvard University Press 2008)



Droit d’ACCÈS à l’INFORMATION 





TACTIQUES de LOBBYING

– Critère de puissance  
ECETOC 01.2009

– Stratégie de l’encerclement 

– Chiffre épouvantail 
3-4 B € / 65 B €

– Chantage au TTIP 

– Étude d’impact
Délai 12-18 mois





la BLITZKRIEG
Mai 2013 : Désaccord 
au sein de la Commission

Juin 2013 : harcèlement 
pour une étude d’impact







6 RDV 
en 15 jours



la LETTRE à ANNE





50 / 68 scientifiques liés à l’industrie

dont 25 ont des mandats dans des groupes d’experts 
de la Commission européenne



Aurel, Le Monde 4.10.2013



Le B.A.-ba du LOBBYING

le bon message à
la bonne personne au 

bon moment



• Ref. Ares(2013)2385324- 20/06/2013 
EUROPEAN COMMISSION 

Chief Scientific Adviser to the President 

Brussels, 20 June 2013 

NOTE TO KARL FALKENBERG, DIRECTOR-GENERAL ENV 

Subject: Endocrine Disruptors 

1 have received the enclosed letter signed by a large number of very eminent experts in 
the field oftoxicology, many of them serving or having served on Scientific Committees 
of the European Commission. The letter voices strong criticism of the approach taken by 
the Commission on endocrine disruptors. 

In order to prepare my reply, 1 would appreciate if your service could answer the 
following questions: 

• What scientific evidence has been used - or not used - in the current regulatory 
process on endocrine disruptors? 

• How Was this évidence procured and assessed? 

• Is it correct that ad vice received from EFSA was ignored and if so, why? 

• Why have the relevant Scientific Committees set up by the EC, such as the 
Scientific Committee on Health and Environmental Risks, not been consulted? 

• Is it correct that a departure from existing principles- in particular the definition 
of safe thresholds for substances that are classified as endocrine disruptors, i.e. 
going from a risk to a hazard-based assessment - is intended and if so, why and 
on which scientific grounds? 

• Is it correct that the intended legislation would allow classizying a substance as 
endocrine disruptor based on in vitro tests only? 

• Has the impact of the foreseen legislation been assessed and what was the result? 

1 also would like to ask you to involve the Chief Scientific Adviser to the President 
already at an early stage in scientifically relevant files that are of such a sensitive and 
controversial nature. Thank you in advance for your cooperation and 1 am looking 
forward to working with you on this file. 

( . Professor Anne Glover CBE 

lc>L-"\.SL_J 

Cc: J. LAITENBERGER, K. VANDENBERGHE, J. BELL, C. DA Y, P. TESTORI-
COGGI, D. CALLEJA CRESPO, D. RISTORI 

Office: BERL 8/39- BE-1049 Brussels- Belgium- Telephone: direct line (32-2)2995021 Fax: (+32-2)2952305. 
E-mail: anne.glover@ec.europa.eu 



Hi Ref Ares(2013)2559007 - 02/07/2013 

EUROPEAN COMMISSION 
SECRETARIAT-GENERAL 

The Secretary General 

Brussels, 0 2 0 7 1 3 
SG.dsgl.d2. DJ/cv 

NOTE FOR THE A T T E N T I O N  O F  
MRK. FALKENBERG, DIRECTOR-GENERAL, DG EN V 

MS P. TESTŐRI COGGI, DIRECTOR-GENERAL, DG SANCO 

Subject: Endocrine disrupters - Next steps 

By the end of 2013, the Commission has to establish criteria that will be used to identify 
substances with endocrine disrupting properties which will subsequently be largely 
phased out under the Plant Protection and Biocides Regulations. The elaboration of these 
criteria is sensitive because of the diverging views held by the stakeholder community 
and the potential impacts on parts of the chemical industry and international trade. It is 
important, therefore, that the Commission be able to demonstrate that it has followed a 
sound process in developing these legaJ acts and is able to defend robustly whatever 
decision it takes. With this in mind, we would like to make the following comments. 

(1) DG ENV is developing a delegated act establishing criteria for identifying 
endocrine substances and envisages in addition a Commission Recommendation, 
a Communication with a revised endocrine strategy and a Commission staff 
working document assessing the current endocrine strategy. SANCO must also 
prepare an implementing act establishing criteria for identifying endocrine 
substances. There is substantial overlap between these tasks so it is important that 
your services work together to present a single package for adoption at the end of 
2013 or early 2014 whose key elements should be a delegated act (ENV) and an 
implementing act (SANCO) which has been voted by the relevant Standing 
Committee and which can be adopted by the College. Whilst the legislator has 
decided upon two separate proposals to implement the relevant legislation, the 
substance of these proposals should be identical and ENV and SANCO should 
ensure there is no divergence caused by having to present one of the measures to 
the Standing Committee. The two proposals should be supported by an impact 
assessment including a public consultation on the various options for the criteria 
and their impact in the context of the regulation of biocides and plant protection 
products. We suggest that as other DGs have done, you consider making a joint 
single impact assessment to cover all the proposals. 

(2) We do not think it is necessary to prepare a Commission Recommendation on the 
criteria to identify endocrine disrupting substances which is independent from, 
and comes in advance of the two legislative proposals. 

Commission européenne/Eu ropese Commissie, 1049 Bruxelles/Brussel, BELGIQUE/BELGIË - Tel. +32 22991111 

Ref. Ares(2013)2947093 - 29/08/2013



Le DÉRAILLEMENT

Déc. 2013 
Deadline non respectée 

Automne 2014 
DG Environnement > DG SANCO//SANTE
Consultation publique et étude d’impact

Décembre 2015 
CJEU Recours en carence // Suède Vs Commission
(+ Parlement, Conseil, FR, DK, NL, FIN)



ULTIMES MANŒUVRES 



THANK YOU

Aurel, Le Monde 21.06.2013



Sources


