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25th March 2010 

Dear Fergus, 

Thank you for your letter of 23rd `February 2010, and thank you for sending 
on the minutes of the ministerial meeting of 3rd November 2009 and the letter 
from Mike Palmer dated February 2010. 

We appreciate Mr. Palmer’s suggestion that WENS should contact the 
government’s specialist advisory committees and convey our concerns to 
them. We are quite content to do this but need some advice as to whom to 
address this and how best to approach them. From scanning the web sites it 
isn’t clear how this could be achieved. I cannot see any mechanism for 
inviting comments from an outside body (like WENS) into those meetings. 

What is clear is that these committees have a remit to discuss their own 
specialist disciplines in great technical detail. Looking at only some of the 
minutes of COC, COM, COT, and COMARE, we would conclude that it isn’t 
WENS’ remit to comment at that stage of the detailed scientific discussion of 
the minutiae of the properties of the substances belonging to each particular 
specialism. 

While we are willing to inform the committees of our concerns, we do not think 
that that is the most appropriate use of WENS’ very meagre resources 

It is also clear that the Government Agencies have large, detailed and very 
useful information databases for toxins and their properties, and this 
information is freely available.  WENS neither wishes nor needs to comment 
there.  

However, the knowledge obtained from these specialist committees and 
agencies has to be interpreted and translated into Government Public Health 
Policy.  It is at this stage that WENS wishes to be able to point out, with 
others, what we think is missing from the discussion and should be taken into 
account. It is also clear that this cannot be a single intervention. The rate of 
new developments in scientific research means that there has to be a body of 
people who can discuss and assess those developments as they occur.  

Currently the research into endocrine disrupting substances, into new ideas of 
the mechanisms of cancer development, into the effects of low dose 
exposures and of the burgeoning science of epigenetics, have not been 
included in risk assessment. To spell out once again what concerns us: 

Current regulations deal mainly with levels of exposure to single substances, 
over limited periods and to a standard population. In Real Life we are exposed 
to 

·      MIXTURES of hundreds of chemicals. We know little of the effects 



of this in our bodies.    We do not know if this is additive or 
synergistic or of other interactions. 

·      We are REPEATEDLY exposed, 

·      Substances BIOACCUMULATE in our bodies, and in the 
environment. 

·       The TIMING of the exposure is VITAL. Periods of particular 
vulnerability are now recognised: in the developing foetus, in 
infancy and childhood, at puberty, and in pregnancy. Foetal 
developmental errors are irreversible. 

·      There are also varying individual SUSCEPTABILITIES to 
exposures. 

·      The importance of LOW DOSE EXPOSURE is well recognised and 
the effects cannot be deduced from high dose effects. 

·      The discipline of EPIGENETICS tells us that the way in which our 
DNA is expressed can be distorted by exposure to a range of 
industrial chemicals through mechanisms that do not alter the DNA 
sequences, i.e. do not cause mutations, but are associated with a 
large number of serious conditions, including some cancers. 

·These effects can be TRANSMITTED TO SUBSEQUENT 
GENERATIONS. 

We need a body of people that can consider all these factors, all of which 
appear to be missing from current practice. The consequence of this is a 
failure to take adequate measures to protect public health. 

The EVER RISING INCIDENCE of cancer and of diseases and disorders 
associated with damage to our hormone systems, along with and the very 
disturbing cancer projections up to 2030 from both the WHO and the Scottish 
Government, confirm this.  

 WENS has been asking for a working group to consider this We were 
therefore pleased to read the minutes of the ministerial meeting of the 3rd 
November. We think that some of the ideas aired there could be the basis for 
such a group. 

Yours sincerely, 

Morag Parnell  for WENS 

 

P.S. 



Much is happening around the world in this field of science . With our potential 
in Scotland we should not be lagging behind. Developments even in the past 
week show that many other government bodies are taking on board what we 
have been asking for:  

1. Linda Birnbaum , Scientist and Director of the US Givernment's National 
Institute of Environmental Health Sciences and Director of the National 
Toxicology Programme gave a public lecture on her work on the role of 
science in public health and the 'key role' of the environment in health and 
disease.( can be downloaded at www.healthandenvironment .org) 

 
2.  On BPA-a US press release: 

Governor Chris Gregoire signed a handful of environmental protection bills into law Thursday, 
including a ban on the sale of children’s drinking cups that contain the plastics hardener 
bisphenol-A, or BPA. Washington is the fifth state to outlaw the chemical in children’s food 
containers and drinking cups. The ban, which covers products sold for children younger than 
3, is set to take effect by July 2011. The law also outlaws sales of sports water bottles 
containing the chemical by July 2012, making Washington the second state after Connecticut 
to take that step.

3. More on BPA 

Chemical Fallout | A Journal Sentinel Watchdog Update
State Senate OKs BPA ban in baby bottles  By Patrick Marley of the Journal Sentinel Posted: Jan. 26, 2010

Madison — Bisphenol A would be banned from baby bottles and sipping cups for children age 3 and younger under a bill the st
lining of most food and beverage cans. The U.S. Food and Drug Administration this month said it had concerns about the subst
important to protect our smallest and most vulnerable members of society, and that's our kids," said Sen. Julie Lassa (D-Steven
Protection Committee passed an identical ban Tuesday, making the bill ready for a vote in that house. Gov. Jim Doyle supports
of regulation regarding BPA for three years.

Wisconsin would join Canada, Minnesota, Connecticut, Chicago and three counties in New York in banning BPA in baby bottles
same.Scientific studies have raised concerns about the chemical's link to breast and prostate cancer, diabetes, obesity, heart d
tested.

The market is already moving away from BPA in products for babies. The six major baby bottle makers announced last year the

Representatives of the food and chemical industries argue science has not shown any danger to human health and that it is an 

Agency reversal  The FDA initially found the chemical was safe for all uses. The FDA allowed chemical company lobbyi

The FDA's own advisory board found the federal agency did not consider enough of the science and undertook a review 

But under the current regulatory framework, the FDA is not easily able to regulate the chemical. The agency does not have the 

More than 6 billion pounds of BPA were manufactured last year. The chemical is made by Bayer Material Science, Dow Chemic
Chemicals.

4.. A few lines from a lengthy European Commission report on mixtures: "Overall 
conclusions The scientific state of the art of mixture toxicology has been advanced 
significantly, not least as a result of EU-funded research. It shows that mixture risk 
assessment in the EU is not only necessary, but also feasible. It is necessary in order to avoid 
underestimations of risks that might occur under the current paradigm of considering 
substances on a chemical-by-chemical basis. It is feasible, as demonstrated by the practice in 
the USA and other countries. Because the protection of human health and the environment 
are goals of equal importance in EU regulations, Europe is uniquely placed to set the agenda 
world-wide for a truly integrated mixture risk assessment, provided there is the political will.

http://www.healthandenvironment/
http://www.jsonline.com/watchdog/watchdogreports/mailto:pmarley@journalsentinel.com
http://www.legis.state.wi.us/2009/data/SB271hst.html
http://www.legis.state.wi.us/2009/data/AB405hst.html

