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The Health and Safety Executive is in the hands of the pesticides industry 
Commentary on questions in the House of Lords on Roundup on 31 October 2018 

 
"Corporate totalitarianism … rules through dispensability and corruption. It treats communities, 

people, countries, ecosystems and species as disposable and dispensable." 
“Far into the future, the World Controllers have created the ideal society. Through clever use of 
genetic engineering, brainwashing and recreational sex and drugs, all its members are happy 

consumers.” 1 
 

QUESTION Baroness Jones of Moulsecoomb: “To ask Her Majesty’s Government what is their 
assessment of the safety implications for consumers of the retail sale of weed-killers such as 
Roundup; and whether they will introduce legislation to address any risks.” 
 
REPLY Lord Gardiner of Kimble: “My Lords, there is robust EU and UK law on the use of weedkillers. 
The Government will always base their assessments of safety on the best scientific evidence 
available. Clearly, users of Roundup and other weedkillers should always read the instructions and 
use the product responsibly, and in accordance with the instructions, as indeed they should for many 
other household products.” 
 
QUESTION Baroness Jones of Moulsecoomb: “I thank the Minister for his reply. I am sure that it is 
general knowledge that the landmark verdict in a case in the United States was that Roundup 
and glyphosate herbicides can cause cancer, and Monsanto has acted with “malice and oppression” 
by selling it in full awareness of the risks. Given that here in the UK farmers have to keep such 
pesticides under lock and key in a steel cupboard, how can it be all right to sell it freely in the 
supermarkets on open shelves? Is that not a risk for both shoppers and workers?” 
 
REPLY Lord Gardiner of Kimble: “My Lords, the recent case was a civil court case with a non-expert 
jury. There was no new scientific evidence presented regarding safety as part of the court case, and 
so it does not raise doubts about the scientific assessments underpinning the EU approval decision. 
Of course, we have in this country, and through the EU as well, very strict rules about authorisations 
and approvals. There are many requirements for Roundup, and it is important that it is used 
responsibly, but it is safe.” 
 
QUESTION Lord Wigley: “My Lords, I lost a crop in my garden last year as the result of the use of 
Roundup in an adjacent field, and, more seriously, I lost a cousin in the United States, the late Owen 
Wigley, whose family believes that his death was caused largely by Roundup. Is it not appropriate that the 
Government should use the precautionary principle in dealing with this substance?” 
 
REPLY Lord Gardiner of Kimble: “Clearly, it is important that sprays and products are used in 
conditions that do not cause them to go on to other people’s property, and that they are used with 
precision. However, glyphosate is authorised because all the scientific evidence of all the experts on 
which we rely is that it is not in this case carcinogenic. Indeed, another agency, the WHO, does not 
agree with the agency that says that it is.” 
 
COMMENTARY 
Presumably Defra didn’t inform Lord Gardiner that the Judge dismissed Monsanto’s appeal. The 
share prices of Bayer, which now owns Monsanto, plummeted.2 

                                                        
1 A description on the back cover of the Vintage 2007 edition of: Brave New World by Aldous Huxley, 1932. 
2 http://www.greenmedinfo.com/blog/bayer-stock-crashes-after-monsanto-cancer-verdict-upheld-judge-
analysts-estimates  
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Monsanto is facing two groups of lawsuits for Roundup: for knowing it caused cancers and for 
knowing it caused foetal malformations, but it continued to market it as non-toxic to humans and 
the environment 
The first are in the US where Monsanto is on trial for concealing the dangers of its herbicide, 
Roundup which causes cancers.  The second is in France. Monsanto also concealed the fact that 
Roundup caused serious foetal malformations.  The parents of a child born with serious 
malformations are suing Monsanto in court. Sabine Grataloup sprayed an area of 700 m2 with 
Glyper. She didn’t know she was pregnant. At the time the product was presented as biodegradable. 
The warning about usage on the label didn’t mention that you shouldn’t inhale it. "A moral duty to 
act", according to these parents who hope, through their struggle, to prevent other tragedies from 
happening.3   One of the lawyers is William Bourdon, who appeared at the International Monsanto 
Tribunal. 
 
Roundup caused malformations in Danish piglets4 
This is a short video, recorded by Danish pig farmer, Ib Borup Pedersen, before the European 
Parliament was due to vote on relicensing glyphosate. We visited his pig farm in Denmark about 3 
years ago. He told us how he secretly changed the GM soy that he fed his pigs to non-GM soy, 
without telling his stockman. At the end of the week the pigs were so much healthier that the 
stockman asked him what he had done. We saw a freezer full of deformed piglets, which he told us 
that he used for his research with Prof Dr Monika Kruger, a veterinarian at Leipzig, on the detection 
of glyphosate in malformed piglets. 5 At the end of the paper: “The authors gave an overview of 
reports of malformations in children of families living few meters from where this herbicide was 
sprayed. The risk of malformation in human embryos is very high when their mothers are 
contaminated at 2 to 8 weeks of pregnancy.”  
 
The Specter of Epigenetic Catastrophe6 
Evaggelos Vallianatos worked for the US EPA for 25 years, but retired so that he could become a 
whistle blower. His book, published in 2014 with McKay Jenkins, Poison Spring: The Secret History of 
Pollution and the EPA, as one reviewer put it ‘documents a culture of fraud and corruption infesting 
every corner and closet of the agency.’ In October 2018 he wrote an article about eugenics. 
“So, now with a greater number of pesticide poisons in the environment we are creating a generation 
of people who will be weak in facing the future. We are changing, irreversibly, the future itself. The 
price for that change is or should be unacceptable to any people with dignity and respect for 
themselves and love for their children. Scientific studies confirm the near prophetic warnings of my 
EPA colleagues. Experts use the term “epigenetics” for explaining the long-term genetic effects of 
pesticides and other toxic chemicals.  
If the mother or father is exposed to a genotoxic pesticide, the epigenetic effect of disease is 
imprinted on the DNA of the fetus. This human being and his/her children and grandchildren will 
likely suffer from diseases, including infertility. 
A 2018 study of pregnant rats exposed to low doses of glyphosate-based herbicides revealed that the 
rats had difficulties in getting pregnant and surviving the pregnancy. The second-generation 
offspring suffered from being smaller than normal. They were also afflicted with abnormalities 
developed before birth. This means the glyphosate-based weed killers inoculate their victims with 
monstrosities. 
 
                                                        
3 https://www.la-croix.com/France/Justice/Glyphosate-famille-contre-Monsanto-2018-06-14-1200947226  
4 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=3SlhliwyB7Y  
5 http://www.omicsonline.org/open-access/detection-of-glyphosate-in-malformed-piglets-2161-
0525.1000230.pdf 
6 http://vallianatos.blogspot.com/2018/10/morally-repugnant-chemical-eugenics.html  
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Another late 2018 study revealed that low amounts of glyphosate cause genetic damage to human 
white cells. In other words, this in vitro evaluation showed that glyphosate speeds up significantly 
"chromosomal aberrations and micronuclei frequencies" among exposed human blood cells. "The 
same DNA damage that occurs in a single cell, caused by low but chronic exposure to genotoxic 
compounds, can cause unexpected severe consequences in the long run," the scientists wrote. 
This is bad news for both animals and humans exposed to this weed killer used widely all over the 
world. There’s a deafening silence about pesticide effects. Pesticides are fueling the gigantic global 
food machine eating the natural world, poisoning humans, and destroying peasants. 
In 2018, the agribusiness-academic-political complex running the food machine of America and the 
world is made up of people who are morally repugnant. Their greed blinds them to see that their own 
children and grandchildren are also paying the price.” 
 
Baumhedlundlaw.com have announced the schedule of court cases against Monsanto.7 
“Monsanto Company (now Bayer) is facing thousands of lawsuits across the United States filed by 
individuals who allege exposure to Roundup weed killer caused them to develop non-Hodgkin 
lymphoma. The first trial against Monsanto ended on August 10, 2018 with a unanimous jury verdict 
of $289 million for a Benicia, California school district groundskeeper, Dewayne “Lee” Johnson. 
Most of the Roundup cancer lawsuits are filed in various state courts. Others have been consolidated 
in a federal multidistrict litigation (MDL) in Northern California. 
Below you will find the Monsanto Roundup trial schedule for cases throughout the U.S. This page will 
be updated on a monthly basis.” 
 
Federal Monsanto Roundup Multidistrict Litigation (MDL) Schedule 
Federal MDL in Roundup Products Liability Litigation 
U.S. District Court for the Northern District of California 
San Francisco, CA 
Lead Case No. 3:16-md-02741 
The Honorable Judge Vince Chhabria is the presiding judge. As of October 2018, 1,654 plaintiffs with 
non-Hodgkin lymphoma had filed cases in federal courts across the country. These cases are 
consolidated before the U.S. District Court for the Northern District of California. 
Missouri: Thousands of cases are filed in St. Louis City Court and St. Louis County Court. 
 
Cancer Research UK: former Chairman of Cancer Research UK worked for the Agrochemical 
Industry 
Michael Pragnell (CBE, awarded in 2016 for services to cancer) former Chairman of Cancer Research 
UK was founder of Syngenta and former Chairman of CropLife International.  It was formed in 2001 
from BASF, Bayer, Dow, DuPont, FMC Corp, Monsanto, Sumitomo and Syngenta. The CRUK website 
says that there is no convincing evidence that pesticides cause cancer. Instead CRUK links cancer to 
alcohol and obesity. Cancer Research UK figures for 2014 (that don’t seem to have been published 
by the Corporate Media) shows the huge numbers of cancers that are killing people in the UK.  
 
In the UK there were 13,605 new cases of Non-Hodgkin Lymphoma in 2015 (and 4,920 deaths in 
2016)8  
41,804 new cases of bowel cancer in 2015 (and 16,384 deaths in 2016); 12,547 new cases of kidney 
cancer in 2015 (and 4,619 deaths in 2016); 5,736 new cases of liver cancer in 2015 (5,417 deaths in 
2016); 15,906 new cases of melanoma in 2015 (2,285 deaths in 2016); 3,528 new cases of thyroid 
cancer in 2015 (382 deaths in 2016); 10,171 new cases of bladder cancer in 2015 (5,383 deaths in 

                                                        
7 https://www.baumhedlundlaw.com/toxic-tort-law/monsanto-roundup-lawsuit/monsanto-court-
papers/monsanto-roundup-trial-schedule/  
8 https://www.cancerresearchuk.org/health-professional/cancer-statistics/statistics-by-cancer-type/non-
hodgkin-lymphoma 
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2016); 8,984 new cases of uterine cancer in 2015 (2,360 deaths in 2016); 7,270 cases of ovarian 
cancer in 2015 (4,227 deaths in 2016); 9,900 new cases of leukaemia in 2015 (4,712 deaths in 2016); 
55,122 new cases of invasive breast cancer in 2015 (11,563 deaths in 2016); 47,151 new cases of 
prostate cancer in 2015 (11,631 deaths in 2016); 9,211 new cases of oesophageal cancer in 2015 
(8,004 deaths in 2016); and 5,540 new cases of myeloma in 2015 (3,079 deaths in 2016); 2,288 new 
cases of testicular cancer in 2015 (57 deaths in 2016); 9,921 new cases of pancreatic cancer in 2015 
(9,263 deaths in 2016); 11,432 new cases of brain cancer in 2015 (5,250 deaths in 2016); 46,388 new 
cases of lung cancer in 2015 (and 35,620 deaths in 2016). In the US in 2014 there were 24,050 new 
cases of myeloma. 
 
QUESTION Baroness McIntosh of Pickering: “My Lords, the European Chemicals Agency has ruled 
that Roundup and glyphosates are not carcinogens. Against that background, will my noble friend 
continue to ensure that the Government use independent scientific advice to enable the farmer to 
use crop protection to protect against pests that will otherwise damage crops?” 
 
COMMENTARY 
The Baroness said that ECHA has ruled that glyphosate is not classified as a carcinogen, but she 
omitted to mention that ECHA’s Risk Assessment Committee (RAC) agreed to “maintain the current 
harmonised classification as a substance causing serious eye effects and being toxic to aquatic life, 
with long lasting effects.”9 
 
How is Baroness McIntosh of Pickering going to explain to the fishing fraternity in the House of 
Lords, why the salmon and trout have vanished because of loss of salmon and trout fry, secondary to 
disappearance of aquatic invertebrates on which the fry feed, as has happened in Wales?10  Dr Steve 
Ormerod (Cardiff) has studied Rivers in Wales for many years. “One of the longest-running studies of 
streams in the world – the minute study of 14 brooks that tumble through a remote Welsh mountain 
landscape – has exposed a troubling loss of riverine wildlife.”11 
In September 2016 I corresponded with NRW Principal Fisheries Advisor Peter Gough. He questioned 
my assertion that the disappearance of salmon and trout fry was linked to the loss of invertebrates 
secondary to pesticides, in particular the Roundup (Dakar Pro) that had been sprayed to eradicate 
Giant Hogweed, an invasive weed, between Crickhowell and Newbridge-on-Usk (from NRW Report). 
 
REPLY Lord Gardiner of Kimble: My noble friend encapsulates what is so important on this issue: the 
Government and indeed, through the EU, act on the expert opinion of scientists. That is the only way 
in which we can base this. It is important for farmers and indeed for those of us seeking to deal with 
ground elder and other weeds. We want to move to greater precision-farming and innovation, and 
agri-tech will help with that. 
 
QUESTION Lord Clark of Windermere: “There are many species in Britain that threaten our 
environment. The Minister has just mentioned ground elder, and Roundup can be used to tackle such 
things as Japanese knotweed. Can he update us on the Government’s latest position on the 
application of weedkillers to tackle that problem?” 
 
REPLY Lord Gardiner of Kimble: The noble Lord has again highlighted why they should be properly 
used. I have the instructions for Roundup, which should be properly adhered to in order to ensure the 
safety of people using it. It is really important for coping and dealing with Japanese knotweed, which 

                                                        
9 https://echa.europa.eu/-/glyphosate-not-classified-as-a-carcinogen-by-echa  
10 http://www.salmon-trout.org/river-invertebrates-could-hold-the-key-to-abysmal-state-of-rivers-in-
wales/news/403  
11 https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2018/aug/05/welsh-river-study-reveals-troubling-decline-of-
wildlife  
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is one of the most invasive plants. That is why in many instances, when used properly, we need this 
material. 
 
QUESTION The Countess of Mar: “My Lords, I remind the noble Lord that glyphosate was initially 
registered as a very powerful chelator, which means that it blocks out essential minerals and 
elements from plant systems. Secondly, it was registered as an antibiotic, so it kills off micro-
organisms in the soil. Thirdly, it was registered as a weedkiller. All those factors have an effect on 
what we eat every day. Finland, which has a no-till policy using glyphosate, has found that over the 
last three years crop levels have fallen, and that there has been an increase in infertility in men and 
women. Will the noble Lord bear that in mind when recommending the ubiquitous use of Roundup?” 
 
COMMENTARY 
Jess Rowlands US EPA allegedly bragged he could kill off the cancer risk 
The Monsanto Papers included emails in which an Environmental Protection Agency official Jess 
Rowlands who was in charge of evaluating the cancer risk of Monsanto Corporation’s Roundup 
allegedly bragged to a company executive that he deserved a medal if he could kill another agency’s 
investigation into the herbicide’s key chemical. Jess Rowlands also colluded with the European Food 
Safety Agency over IARC’s classification of glyphosate.12 In one email a senior Monsanto Scientist 
Donna Farmer actually admitted that they couldn’t say that Roundup wasn’t a carcinogen because 
“we haven’t actually tested it!” 
 
A letter written by the late Marion Copley US EPA toxicologist to her colleague Jess Rowlands 13 
“Glyphosate was originally designed as a chelating agent and I strongly believe that is the 
identical process involved in tumor formation”. It’s been four years since Marion Copley, a 
toxicologist who had worked for 30 years for the EPA, wrote this letter to her then-colleague, Jess 
Rowland, accusing him of conniving with Monsanto to bury the agency’s own hard scientific 
evidence that it is “essentially certain” that glyphosate, the key ingredient in Monsanto’s Roundup 
weed killer, causes cancer. The date of the letter comes after Copley left the EPA in 2012 and shortly 
before she died from breast cancer at the age of 66 in January 2014. She accuses Rowland of having 
“intimidated staff” to change reports to favor industry, and writes that research on glyphosate, the 
key ingredient in Monsanto’s Roundup, shows the pesticide should be categorized as a “probable 
human carcinogen.” 
"Jess,  
Since I left the agency with cancer [breast] I have studied the tumor process extensively and I have 
some mechanism comments which may be very valuable to CARC based on my decades of pathology 
experience. Glyphosate was originally designed as a chelating agent and I strongly believe that is 
the identical process involved in tumor formation." 
In a 1-page letter Dr Copley makes 14 observations about chelators and/or glyphosate, including 
that they are endocrine disruptors, suppress the immune system, damage the kidneys or pancreas 
which can lead to clinical chemistry changes that favor tumor growth; glyphosate kills bacteria in the 
gut, the gastrointestinal system is 80% of the immune system making the body susceptible to 
tumors. 
She goes on to say: "It is essentially certain that glyphosate causes cancer." 
Dr Copley ends with the statement: “I have cancer, and I don’t want these serious issues in HED 
[EPA’s Health Effects Division] to go unaddressed before I go to my grave. I have done my duty.” 
 
Marion Copley 
March 4, 2013"   
 
                                                        
12 https://usrtk.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/10/EPA-cooperation-with-EFSA.pdf  
13 https://www.organicconsumers.org/sites/default/files/marioncopleyletter.pdf  
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QUESTION Baroness Bakewell of Hardington Mandeville: “As has been said, glyphosate is an active 
ingredient found in the weedkiller Roundup and has been a source of controversy amid claims that it 
is connected to certain kinds of cancer. Oatmeal and other breakfast cereal crops are often sprayed 
with this chemical. What in-depth research are the Government doing to ensure public safety, both 
now and after 29 March?” 
 
REPLY Lord Gardiner of Kimble: “All this area is hugely important as a priority, both now and after 
we leave the European Union. Public safety will always be the prime consideration, and this would 
not be authorised if it was deemed to be unsafe.” 
 
COMMENTARY 
Weedkiller found in 43 out of 45 popular breakfast cereals marketed for US children 
Significant levels of the weedkilling chemical glyphosate have been found in an array of popular 
breakfast cereals, oats and snack bars marketed to US children, a new study has found.14 Tests 
revealed glyphosate, the active ingredient in the popular weedkiller brand Roundup, present in all 
but two of the 45 oat-derived products that were sampled by the Environmental Working Group, a 
public health organization. Nearly three in four of the products exceeded what the EWG classes safe 
for children to consume. Products with some of the highest levels of glyphosate include granola, 
oats and snack bars made by leading industry names Quaker, Kellogg’s and General Mills, which 
makes Cheerios. In April, internal emails obtained from the Food and Drug Administration 
(FDA) showed that scientists have found glyphosate on a wide range of commonly consumed food, 
to the point that they were finding it difficult to identify a food without the chemical on it. The FDA 
has yet to release any official results from this process. The UK Guardian reported: “There was no 
indication that the claims related to products sold outside the US.” 
 
Shockingly high levels of weedkiller (two out of four contained aminomethylphosphonic acid, its 
most toxic metabolite) found in popular breakfast cereals marketed for British children15 
In view of this reassurance by the Guardian, we sent samples of four oat-based breakfast cereals 
marketed for children in the UK to the Health Research Institute, Fairfield, Iowa, an accredited 
laboratory for glyphosate testing.  
 

Type of breakfast cereal marketed for children 
Product description 

Glyphosate 
level ng/g 

AMPA 
ng/g 

Effective 
glyphosate 
level ng/g 

Kelloggs No added sugar granola with Apricot & 
pumpkin seeds 

499.90  ND 499.90 

Quaker/Oat So simple/Original Microwaveable Oats 464.23 24.04 500.28 
Weetibix Oatibix 100% wholegrain oats 318.85 16.96 344.28 
Nestle Multigrain Cheerios Whole Grain Oat Flour 
29.6% Whole Grain Wheat 29.6% Whole Grain Barley 
Flour 17.9% Whole Grain Corn Flour 2.1% Whole 
Grain Rice Flour 2.1%. 

137.29 ND 137.29 

 
Dr Fagan the Director says: “These results are consistently concerning. The levels consumed in a 
single daily helping of any one of these cereals, even the one with the lowest level of contamination, 

                                                        
14 https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2018/aug/16/weedkiller-cereal-monsanto-roundup-childrens-
food  
15 https://www.dailymail.co.uk/health/article-6315209/Revealed-UK-cereals-contain-potentially-harmful-
amounts-WEEDKILLER.html  
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is sufficient to put the person’s glyphosate levels above the levels that cause fatty liver disease in rats 
(and likely in people).  
I have included results for two “organic” products from the US for comparison. The granola has some 
glyphosate in. Even more concerning is the “organic” rolled oats that have the highest glyphosate 
levels of any product tested here. What this means is that, at least in the USA, organic integrity is less 
than perfect, to say the least! We have seen evidence of cheating before, but this is the worst!  
 
Cases of Type 2 diabetes among young people rise 41% in three years16 
Leap brings calls for ministers to act to prevent so many children getting grossly obese 
Type 2 diabetes is closely associated with being very overweight. Almost four in five (79%) of the 715 
children suffering from it were also obese, the NHS data revealed. “Type 2 diabetes is a disaster for 
the child and their family and for the NHS,” said Graham MacGregor, a professor of cardiovascular 
health at Queen Mary University of London who is also the chair of the campaign group Action on 
Sugar. “If a child gets type 2 diabetes, it’s condemning them to a lot of complications of that 
condition, such as blindness, amputations and kidney disease,” he said. “These figures are a sign that 
we are in a crisis and that the government doesn’t seem to be taking action, or not enough and not 
quickly enough. The UK obesity levels now exceed those of the US. Children in Wales have been as 
obese as those in the US since 2014.17 
 
Séralini’s team finds heavy metals in some chemical formulants of GBH that are in our diet and 
being sprayed on weeds and on the public18 
Extract: As with other pesticides, 10–20% of GBH consist of chemical formulants. We previously 
identified these by mass spectrometry and found them to be mainly families of petroleum-based 
oxidized molecules, such as POEA, and other contaminants. In this work, we also identified by mass 
spectrometry the heavy metals arsenic, chromium, cobalt, lead and nickel, which are known to be 
toxic and endocrine disruptors, as contaminants in 22 pesticides, including 11 G- based ones.  
 
In the US, weed killer found in granola and crackers, internal FDA emails show 19  
“I have brought wheat crackers, granola cereal and corn meal from home and there’s a fair amount 
in all of them,” FDA chemist Richard Thompson wrote to colleagues in an email last year regarding 
glyphosate. Thompson, who is based in an FDA regional laboratory in Arkansas, wrote that broccoli 
was the only food he had “on hand” that he found to be glyphosate-free.  
That internal FDA email, dated January 2017, is part of a string of FDA communications that detail 
agency efforts to ascertain how much of the popular weedkiller is showing up in American food. The 
tests mark the agency’s first-ever such examination. The FDA is charged with annually testing food 
samples for pesticide residues to monitor for illegally high residue levels. The fact that the agency 
only recently started testing for glyphosate, a chemical that has been used for over 40 years in food 
production, has led to criticism from consumer groups and the Government Accountability Office.”  
 
FDA Glyphosate Testing Conspicuously Skips Oats and Wheat Products20 
Monsanto’s Roundup Weed Killer Detected on Two-Thirds of Corn and Soybean Samples 
WASHINGTON – The Food and Drug Administration failed to include oats and wheat products in its 
glyphosate testing program, leaving Americans largely in the dark about their exposure through food 
to the active ingredient in Monsanto’s Roundup weed killer.  After sitting on the data from its 
glyphosate tests for more than a year, the FDA finally made the results public. Tests found 

                                                        
16 https://www.theguardian.com/society/2018/aug/18/cases-of-type-2-diabetes-among-young-people-rise-
41-in-three-years  
17 http://www.wales.nhs.uk/sitesplus/888/news/33512  
18 https://www.gmoseralini.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/01/Defarge-et-al._TOXREP_2018.pdf  
19 https://www.theguardian.com/us-news/2018/apr/30/fda-weedkiller-glyphosate-in-food-internal-emails 
20 https://www.ewg.org/release/fda-glyphosate-testing-conspicuously-skips-oats-wheat-products 
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glyphosate on 63 percent of corn samples and 67 percent of soybean samples. But FDA did not test 
any oats and wheat, the two main crops where glyphosate is used as a pre-harvest drying agent, 
resulting in glyphosate contamination of foods such as Cheerios and some brands of granola.   
“FDA’s failure to test for glyphosate in the foods where it’s most likely to be found is inexcusable,” 
said Olga Naidenko, Ph.D, Senior Science Advisor for Children’s Environmental Health at EWG. 
Instead, she said, the FDA tested milk and eggs for glyphosate, even though studies by independent 
researchers and Monsanto’s own analysis show that glyphosate does not transfer into these 
products. In August, tests commissioned by EWG found glyphosate residues on popular oat cereals, 
oatmeal, granola and snack bars. Almost three-fourths of the 45 samples tested had glyphosate 
levels higher than what EWG scientists consider protective of children’s health with an adequate 
margin of safety.  
 
Tests found more of the weed killer glyphosate than of some vitamins in samples of oat-based 
breakfast cereals marketed to children21 
Laboratory tests commissioned by EWG found levels of glyphosate, first produced by Monsanto as 
Roundup, in samples of General Mills’ Honey Nut Cheerios. The amount of the toxic pesticide 
exceeded the amount of both Vitamin D and Vitamin B12. In a sample of Quaker Oatmeal Squares, 
there was more glyphosate than Vitamin A. 
 
A California consumer has sued Quaker Oats for failing to disclose that 17 of their products contain 
the world’s most used weed killer, glyphosate.22 
Morgan Steckler, on behalf of himself and all others similarly situated, filed a complaint on October 
26th in the U.S. District Court for the Central District of California against PepsiCo Inc. and The 
Quaker Oats Co. Inc. citing the Consumers Legal Remedies Act and Unfair Competition Law. Steckler 
has requested a trial by jury and seeks restitution and disgorgement, award of attorneys’ fees, costs, 
and such further relief as may be just and proper. He is represented by Patricia N. Syverson and 
Manfred P. Muecke of Bonnett, Fairbourn, Friedman & Balint PC in San Diego, California and others. 
 
Glyphosate causes cataracts and interstitial damage 
Among Monsanto’s long-term studies an unpublished study on albino rats in 1990 showed that 
glyphosate entered the eye and caused cataracts and tissue damage. ECHA classified it as a 
‘substance causing serious eye damage’. The rate of cataract surgery in England “increased very 
substantially” between 1989 and 2004 from 173 (1989) to 637 (2004) episodes per 100,000 
population.  
A 2016 study by the WHO also confirmed that the incidence of cataracts had greatly increased: ‘A 
global assessment of the burden of disease from environmental risks.’ says that cataracts are the 
leading cause of blindness worldwide. Globally, cataracts are responsible for 51% of blindness – an 
estimated 20 million individuals suffer from this degenerative eye disease.23 
In the US between 2000 and 2010 the number of cases of cataract rose by 20% from 20.5 million to 
24.4 million. It is projected that by 2050, the number of people with cataracts will have doubled to 
50 million. 
 
REPLY Lord Gardiner of Kimble: We all need to use pesticides responsibly and carefully—all farmers 
are conscious of this—and we want to move to a position where we use them less, but we do need to 
use them. I say again that the EU, the European Food Safety Authority, the European Chemicals 

                                                        
21 https://www.ewg.org/release/tests-reveal-more-weed-killer-some-vitamins-kids-cereals 
22 https://sustainablepulse.com/2018/11/09/california-consumer-sues-quaker-oats-over-glyphosate-
contamination/ 
23 
http://apps.who.int/iris/bitstream/handle/10665/204585/9789241565196_eng.pdf;jsessionid=3A4E7737D8EA
3FB16E6AAD5F4822A74D?sequence=1  
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Agency and our own, very well respected agencies, have all said that glyphosate is considered safe to 
use. 
 

Is the European Chemicals Agency a well-respected agency? No, it is a 
fraudulent agency 

The following exchanges with Geert Dancet and Jack de Bruijn show that ECHA, like the HSE, is on 
the side of the pesticides industry. Jack de Bruijn, in charge of risk assessment, explains that ECHA's 
role is in the labelling and classification of chemicals. "We only look at the hazardous properties of a 
chemical," he said, "not at the risks that occur when you use a chemical." Thus, they were happy to 
acknowledge the receipt of the 2010 photo-journals of our reserve that had been subsequently 
poisoned by Roundup. In contrast, the European Commission and EFSA failed to acknowledge the 
receipt of our journals because EFSA and the German Rapporteur State for glyphosate, the 
Bundesamt für Risikobewertung (BfR) had claimed that glyphosate was minimally ecotoxic and had 
negligible effects on biodiversity.  
I wrote repeatedly to Geert Dancet, challenging ECHA about authorising chemicals that have such 
dangerous effects. “Are you trying to divert attention from the fact that ECHA’s Risk Assessment 
Committee (RAC) classifies glyphosate as a chemical that wipes out salmon and trout from rivers 
and causes blindness in humans from cataracts and macular degeneration?” 
 
Koffi Dogbevi, a Lawyer from the International Monsanto Tribunal, commented disparagingly 
about ECHA’s classifications 
It is interesting to see that ECHA's Committee for Risk Assessment (RAC) agreed to maintain the 
classification of glyphosate as a substance causing serious and irreversible effect on the eye (Eye 
Dam. 1, H318) and being toxic to aquatic life with long-lasting effects (Aquatic Chronic 2, H411), and 
at the same time reaching the conclusion that glyphosate is safe and non-hazardous. While this 
imbroglio seems to relate to the distinction between hazard (the intrinsic potential to cause harm) 
and risk (the probability of harm occurring at a given exposure), it is clear that any reasonable 
person would assert that a product causing an irreversible harm on the eye, and having a long-
lasting toxicity impact on aquatic life, is likely a dangerous product.  
Hazardous materials/substances were covered, in the European Union under the Dangerous 
Substances Directive (DSD) and the Dangerous Preparations Directive (DPD), regulations that are 
currently replaced by the EC Regulation No 1272/2008 of 16 December 2008 on the classification, 
labelling and packaging of substances and mixtures. It is very interesting to notice that glyphosate is 
listed under the EC Regulation No 1272/2008 as substance causing eye irritation (Eye Dam. 1, H318), 
toxic to the aquatic environment (Aquatic Chronic 2, H411), and having an acute toxicity (H302) 
which is a Hazard Category 4. However, it is very troubling to see that the ECHA not only voluntarily 
omitted the acute toxicity characteristic (H302/ hazard category 4) of glyphosate, but also exonerate 
itself of any risk assessment task that may lead to unexpected or non-provisionary outcome, and 
classified glyphosate as safe and non-hazardous substance. 
 
Finally, Geert Dancet warned me. If I persisted on the same subject, ECHA would not reply 
 
-------- Forwarded Message -------- 
Subject:  RE: US Lawsuit against Monsanto causing cancers 

Date:  Wed, 20 Sep 2017 06:34:28 +0000 
From:  DANCET Geert <Geert.DANCET@echa.europa.eu> 

To:  R MASON <rosemary.mason01@btinternet.com> 
 
Dear Ms Mason, 
  
Thank you for your email to ECHA dated 6 September. 
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As noted in our previous response, ECHA can only respond to glyphosate-related comments which 
concern the harmonised classification and labelling (CLH) process. We again stress that in the CLH 
process ECHA does not assess the risks of substances, only their hazards, in accordance with the 
provisions of the CLP Regulation. Hence ECHA is not in in a position to respond to issues relating to 
the assessment of the risks associated with the use of glyphosate. ECHA is also not involved in the 
approval of the active substances used in plant protection products – the relevant decision-making 
process is ongoing in the European Commission.  
ECHA’s responses can only be restricted to issues which are within the remit of our Agency. The 
issues which you have raised in your email are either not within ECHA’s remit or have been 
addressed in previous correspondence. To avoid repeating the same message, I wish to inform you 
that we will not be responding any correspondence received from you in future unless it raises any 
issues on which ECHA considers it has responsibility. 
  
Yours sincerely, 
  
Geert Dancet 
Executive Director 
European Chemicals Agency 
  
Annankatu 18, P.O. Box 400, FI-00120 Helsinki, Finland 
Tel. +358 9 6861 8200 
geert.dancet@echa.europa.eu 
 
Why did the final version of the proposal on glyphosate omit the full classification? 
The President of the European Commission, Jean-Claude Juncker, signed the Final version of the 
commission proposal.24 It says: “In its opinion, the Committee for Risk Assessment of the Agency 
(European Chemicals Agency) concluded by consensus that on the basis of the information currently 
available, no hazard classification for carcinogenicity is justified for glyphosate.” The omission of the 
full classification would appear to be intentionally fraudulent. 25 “ECHA's Committee for Risk 
Assessment (RAC) agrees to maintain the current harmonised classification of glyphosate as a 
substance causing serious eye damage and being toxic to aquatic life with long-lasting effects. RAC 
concluded that the available scientific evidence did not meet the criteria to classify glyphosate as a 
carcinogen, as a mutagen or as toxic for reproduction.”  
 
We asked the HSE to request the Council to stop spraying Roundup in Swansea 
On several occasions between February 2014 and October 2017, I wrote to the HSE about Roundup® 
poisoning our nature reserve and glyphosate being present in River water and tap water. We had 
sent samples of water to the Biocheck Veterinary Laboratories in Leipzig. 26 I told HSE, that in August 
2013, the level of glyphosate in the Clyne River draining from areas of Japanese Knotweed spraying 
was 190 parts per trillion (ppt) and in local tap water it was 30 ppt. Analysis of local tap water in 
August 2014 revealed a 10-fold increase since August 2013: from 30 ppt to 300 ppt.  I told them that 
these were of the order of concentrations found in a laboratory study in 2013 that showed that 
breast cancer cell proliferation is accelerated by glyphosate in extremely low concentrations. 27   
CRUK statistics: In 2015 there were 55,122 new cases of invasive breast cancer and in 2016 11,563 
deaths. The deaths from cancers keep on increasing and no treatments make any difference. 
                                                        
24 
https://ec.europa.eu/food/sites/food/files/plant/docs/pesticides_glyphosate_commission_proposal_final_ver
sion.pdf 
25 https://echa.europa.eu/-/glyphosate-not-classified-as-a-carcinogen-by-echa  
26 https://biocheck-leipzig.de/index.php/en/impressum  
27 http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23756170 
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-------- Forwarded Message -------- 
Subject:  Roundup sprayed in Swansea - CETO/358/16 

Date:  Tue, 20 Dec 2016 11:26:06 +0000 
From:  Dan.Manghai@hse.gov.uk 

To:  rosemary.mason01@btinternet.com 
 
Dear Dr Mason,  
  
Thank you for your emails and attachments of 9 and 19 December to HSE’s Chair, Martin Temple, 
and the one of 14 December to me.  Further to my acknowledgement of 9 December I am now 
writing with a substantive response. The various points you raise have been addressed in previous 
correspondence between you and HSE or Defra so there is nothing further to add on these.  With 
regard to your key point on the use of glyphosate by Swansea Council, glyphosate is approved as a 
pesticide active substance in the EU and glyphosate products are authorised for use in the UK.  The 
Council’s duty in this case is to use pesticide products which are authorised in the UK and to comply 
with the rules on use of pesticides.  In doing this, it is for the Council to decide how it chooses to 
control weeds in its area not HSE. 
  
Yours sincerely, 
Dan Manghai 
Chief Executive, Parliamentary and Secretariat Office 
Health and Safety Executive 
 
HSE consistently refused to write to the Council and ask them to stop spraying Roundup® because “it 
was still legal.” The response to my letter of 28th July 2017 was:  
 
“Dear Dr Mason, 
Thank you for your latest email of 28 July to Martin Temple.  HSE’s response to your question is the 
same as expressed in previous correspondence on this. I would advise you that, unless your 
correspondence raises any issues on which HSE considers it should respond, we will not be 
responding to you in future.  
Yours sincerely,   
|Health & Safety Executive  
CE, Parliamentary and Secretariat Office | Legal and Governance Division 
Desk 39, 5N.3, Redgrave Court, Merton Road, Bootle, L20 7HS”  
 
On 17 October 2017 I was invited to submit an HSE incident form, but had no reply.  
On 10 November 2017 I wrote to the Head of Regulatory Policy and the Chemicals Regulation 
Division. “As you requested I have submitted the HSE incident form but have heard nothing from HSE.  
I attach FOEI that shows that more than 3 tonnes of Roundup were sprayed on the citizens of 
Swansea including schools, playgrounds, playing fields, Hospitals and Old People's Homes between 
April 2016 and end of July 2017. IT IS OUTRAGEOUS. CRD and HSE haven’t even got the excuse of 
using Roundup to protect farmers’ crops.”  
 
Subject:    Concern submitted to HSE 

Date:  Mon, 13 Nov 2017 12:45:07 +0000 
From:  noreplyconcerns@hse.gov.uk 

To:  rosemary.mason01@btinternet.com 
 
Dear Dr Mason,  
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Thank you for your concern about glyphosate use in Swansea dated 27 October 2017.   
We have considered the information you have provided and consulted other colleagues in HSE. We 
will not be investigating as there doesn’t appear to be any breach of legislation enforced by HSE.   
You have received HSE’s comments and views about the product and its application in earlier 
correspondence.  
Regards 
Concerns Team 
Health and Safety Executive 
This is a no-reply email account.  Replies will not be received at HSE 
 
The Leader of the Council wrote to me on 4 April 2018 and to the MP for Gower in November 2018 
to say that ‘the position remains unchanged’ 
- 
-------- Forwarded Message -------- 
Subject:  Roundup/Dakar Pro sprayed on Streets of Swansea 

Date:  Wed, 4 Apr 2018 14:09:10 +0000 
From:  Stewart, Rob (Leader) <Cllr.Rob.Stewart@swansea.gov.uk> 

To:  rosemary.mason01@btinternet.com <rosemary.mason01@btinternet.com> 
 
Dear Ms Mason 
Thank you for your letter of concern.  I understand that the Authority has previously responded to 
you on these issues in detail in January 2017.    
The Authorities position remains unchanged, Dakar Pro is an approved chemical with an amenity 
label for use in this environment.  It is applied through the weed-it machine which complies with 
current codes of practice. The contractor we use is appropriately certified to industry 
standards.  Spot checks are undertaken and, If and when, specific complaints are received relating to 
any improper spraying, these have been investigated, but to date no breaches or incorrect 
procedures have been noted.  
 
Regards  
  
Councillor Rob Stewart 
Leader – Swansea Council 
 
According to Defra, 13 March 2018, European Regulatory assessments found no safety concerns 
that would prevent continuing approval of glyphosate 
-------- Forwarded Message --------  

Subject:  Request for information - Ref: TO2018/05500 
Date:  Tue, 13 Mar 2018 13:45:53 +0000 
From:  correspondence.section@defra.gsi.gov.uk on behalf of Ministerial Contact Unit 

<correspondence.section@defra.gsi.gov.uk> 
Reply-To:  Ministerial Contact Unit <correspondence.section@defra.gsi.gov.uk> 

To:  rosemary.mason01@btinternet.com 

 
Dear Ms Mason, 
Thank you for your recent emails to Clare Moriarty. I have been asked to reply on behalf of Defra. 
Pesticide active substances such as glyphosate are assessed at EU level and the European 
Commission takes the decision on whether each active substance should be approved. Products 
containing approved active substances are assessed and decisions on authorisation are taken at 
national level. Applicants for authorisation must show that their products are effective and have no 
harmful effects to people or unacceptable effects on the environment. If their products were to 
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pose such risks, they would not be authorised; or if such effects were discovered later, they would 
be withdrawn. 
As you point out, the European Commission has renewed the approval of glyphosate until December 
2022. This followed reviews of the scientific data by the European Food Safety Authority and the 
European Chemicals Agency's Committee for Risk Assessment. Those reviews found no safety 
concerns that would prevent continuing approval. 
Following the Commission decision, the UK and all other Member States will review the 
authorisations of every product containing glyphosate to ensure that they meet the current legal 
requirements and safety standards. The rules for this review are set out in EU legislation and 
guidance documents. The review will be carried out by the Health and Safety Executive as the UK 
competent authority. 
Yours sincerely, 
Defra 
Ministerial Contact Unit 
 
QUESTION Baroness Jones of Whitchurch: “The noble Lord, Lord Wigley, referred to the 
precautionary principle, which as we know has been fundamental to EU regulation. Can 
the Minister confirm that when we leave the EU, we will apply the same precaution to risks to human 
health? In the event of a no-deal outcome, will a statutory watchdog be in place on day one to 
uphold environmental standards so that we can be reassured?” 
 
REPLY Lord Gardiner of Kimble: My Lords, obviously, whatever happens, the HSE and the UK expert 
committee on pesticides will be advising the Government. We are working with the HSE and other 
agencies to develop a new regulatory body. However, in the meantime, we have expert committees 
on which we rely and in which we place our trust. 

 
COMMENTARY 
David Cameron ignored the Letter from America from more than 60 million American citizens  
The Open Letter from America28 was from more than 60 million American citizens to David Cameron 
(and the rest of the EU) warning him/them not to authorize GM crops because of the devastating 
effects on human health and the environment. It was delivered to 10 Downing Street on 11 
November 2014. 
“In our country, GM crops account for about half of harvested cropland. Around 94% of the soy, 93% 
of corn (maize) and 96% of cotton grown is GM. The UK and the rest of the EU have yet to adopt GM 
crops in the way that we have, but you are currently under tremendous pressure from governments, 
biotech lobbyists, and large corporations to adopt what we now regard as a failing agricultural 
technology…Studies of animals fed GM foods and/or glyphosate, however, show worrying trends 
including damage to vital organs like the liver and kidneys, damage to gut tissues and gut flora, 
immune system disruption, reproductive abnormalities, and even tumors.35…These scientific studies 
point to potentially serious human health problems that could not have been anticipated when our 
country first embraced GMOs, and yet they continue to be ignored by those who should be protecting 
us. Instead our regulators rely on outdated studies and other information funded and supplied by 
biotech companies that, not surprisingly, dismiss all health concerns. 
Through our experience we have come to understand that the genetic engineering of food has 
never really been about public good, or feeding the hungry, or supporting our farmers. Nor is it 
about consumer choice. Instead it is about private, corporate control of the food system. 
Americans are reaping the detrimental impacts of this risky and unproven agricultural 
technology.  EU countries should take note: there are no benefits from GM crops great enough to 
offset these impacts. Officials who continue to ignore this fact are guilty of a gross dereliction of 

                                                        
28 www.theletterfromamerica.org 
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duty.  If the UK and the rest of Europe becomes the new market for genetically modified crops and 
food our own efforts to label and regulate GMOs will be all the more difficult, if not impossible. If our 
efforts fail, your attempts to keep GMOs out of Europe will also fail. If we work together, however, 
we can revitalize our global food system, ensuring healthy soil, healthy fields, healthy food and 
healthy people.” 
Most of the countries in the EU took that advice and opted out of GM (including Scotland, Wales and 
Ireland). 
 
David Cameron ignored that advice on behalf of England. He and Defra concealed the letter from 
the British public.  The European Commission and the European Food Safety Authority also 
ignored it and continued to approve GM Crops for growing and for food and feed in the EU.   
This was despite these grave warnings from American citizens of their experiences (Living with 
GMOs) and from independent organisations in Europe, such as Testbiotech (Germany), CRIIGEN 
(France), Corporate Europe Observatory, Earth Open Source and Pesticides Action Network.  
 
Tony Blair, Monsanto and the Royal Society combined to discredit Dr Arpad Pusztai when he 
found that rats fed GM potatoes had complications; his lab was closed down 
Another scandal involved Tony Blair and the Royal Society.29 There are many credible witnesses. On 
10 August 1998 in a Granada ‘World in Action’ broadcast30 Dr Arpad Pusztai explained his research 
that showed that rats fed with genetically modified potatoes had suffered immune damage.  
He raised questions about the safety of GM food in the human diet on the basis of the study. The 
news flashed around the world. Professor Robert Orskov OBE who had worked at the Rowett 
Institute for 33 years was told that phone calls went from Monsanto, the American firm which 
produces 90% of the world's GM food, to Clinton and then to Blair. “Clinton rang Blair and Blair rang 
James” (Professor James, Director of the Rowett Institute). “There is no doubt he was pushed by Blair 
to do something. It was damaging the relationship between the USA and the UK, because it was 
going to be a huge blow for Monsanto.” Dr Pusztai lost his job and his Laboratory in the Rowett 
Institute was closed down.  
 
Ex-Monsanto employees dominate in the White House.  
The political corruption of Monsanto has been documented in this admirable article.31 Since 1991, 
many Monsanto employees have rotated in and out of influential positions in the US Government: 
Margaret Miller, Clarence Thomas, Michael Taylor, Rufus Yerxa, Michael Kantor, Carol Tucker 
Foreman, Anne Veneman and Donald Rumsfeld 32 (CEO of Searle later to be acquired by Monsanto, 
he was infamous as the one who persuaded the FDA to register the poison aspartame and was the 
US Secretary of Defense during 9/11 and the war on terror), Linda Fisher, George Poste. Obama has 
been no better: he appointed Michael Taylor to the FDA, Roger Beachy as head of USDA and Tom 
Vilsack as the Commissioner of USDA. He failed to implement GM labelling of foods, and under the 
Obama administration the USDA approved GMO alfalfa and sugar beets. In fact, Mitt Romney would 
have been worse: “The presidential candidate helped Monsanto transform from teetering, scandal-
plagued chemical firm into shiny new ag-biotech giant.”33 
 
The creator of GMO potatoes reveals the dangerous truth34 - that Dr Arpad Pusztai was correct 

                                                        
29 http://www.psrast.org/pusztblair.htm 
30 http://news.bbc.co.uk/1/hi/health/149882.stm  
31 http://www.seattleorganicrestaurants.com/vegan-whole-food/political-corruption-Monsanto.php  
32 http://www.huffingtonpost.com/robbie-gennet/donald-rumsfeld-and-the-s_b_805581.html 
33 http://www.motherjones.com/tom-philpott/2012/09/romney-monsanto-bain 
34 https://sustainablepulse.com/2018/10/09/the-creator-of-gmo-potatoes-reveals-the-dangerous-truth-
exclusive-interview/#.W70H-i97E_V  
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The Ex-Director of J.R. Simplot and team leader at Monsanto, Caius Rommens, has revealed the 
hidden dangers of the GMO potatoes he created, in a wide ranging interview for Sustainable Pulse, 
on the same day that his book ‘Pandora’s Potatoes: The Worst GMOs’ was released on Amazon. 
Here is one of the extracts from the interview. 
“I dedicated many years of my life to the creation of GMO potatoes, and I initially believed that my 
potatoes were perfect but then I began to doubt. It again took me many years to take a step back 
from my work, reconsider it, and discover the mistakes. Looking back at myself and my colleagues, I 
believe now that we were all brainwashed; that we all brainwashed ourselves. We believed that the 
essence of life was a dead molecule, DNA, and that we could improve life by changing this molecule 
in the lab. We also assumed that theoretical knowledge was all we needed to succeed, and that a 
single genetic change would always have one intentional effect only. 
We were supposed to understand DNA and to make valuable modifications, but the fact of the 
matter was that we knew as little about DNA as the average American knows about the Sanskrit 
version of the Bhagavad Gita. We just knew enough to be dangerous, especially when combined with 
our bias and narrowmindedness. We focused on short-term benefits (in the laboratory) without 
considering the long-term deficits (in the field). It was the same kind of thinking that produced DDT, 
PCBs, Agent Orange, recombinant bovine growth hormone, and so on. I believe that it is important 
for people to understand how little genetic engineers know, how biased they are, and how wrong 
they can be. My story is just an example.” 
 
The UK Farming Minister was interviewed by Arthur Neslen on 30/05/2016 about Brexit 
He said: “The birds and habitats directives would go. But the directives’ framework is so rigid that it is 
spirit-crushing.” On pesticides, he said “the EU’s precautionary principle needed to be reformed in 
favour of a US-style risk-based approach, allowing faster authorisation.” 
Defra is quoted as saying that after Brexit: “The most promising crops suitable for introducing to 
England would be Roundup Ready GA21 glyphosate tolerant crops, which synergises well with 
herbicides already widely used in the UK. Empowering farmers to use the cutting-edge crop science 
innovations that are available is certainly one opportunity presented by shifting the responsibility for 
licencing domestically post-Brexit. Although the blanket spraying of herbicides like Roundup present 
challenges regarding their impact on the environment and animals, the more obvious solution would 
be to regulate the technique, not the actual product because it would make that possible.”35 

 
Is the European Food Safety Authority a well-respected agency? No, it 

colluded with Monsanto and the US EPA 
 
EFSA’s Reasoned Opinion Panel increases MRLs at the request of industry (Monsanto in this case), 
to 100 times the previously authorised MRL 
Monsanto Europe asked EFSA to set the import tolerance for glyphosate in lentils “in order to 
accommodate the authorised desiccation use of glyphosate in lentils in the US and Canada” from 0.1 
mg/kg to 10 mg/kg36 (i.e. 100 times: January 2012). EFSA had granted similarly elevated MRLs for 
glyphosate on wheat and GM soya. 
 
More than 1 million citizens petitioned the European Commission for a glyphosate ban 

                                                        
35 https://www.politicshome.com/news/uk/foreign-affairs/brexit/opinion/dods-monitoring/95900/future-
food-will-defra-embrace-gmos 
36 http://www.efsa.europa.eu/en/efsajournal/pub/2550.htm  
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This petition was launched in January 2017 and signed by 1,070,825 citizens. Commissioner 
Andriukaitis and Commissioner Timmermans listened to the European Citizens’ Initiative on 
glyphosate and announced more transparency in scientific assessments. 37 However, they still 
renewed the license for 5 years. 
 
Health, environment and civil society groups join Brussels region in legal challenge over 
glyphosate renewal 
Brussels, 26 July 2018 – The Health and Environment Alliance (HEAL), Pesticide Action Network 
(PAN) Europe, Nature et Progrès Belgique, WeMove.EU and SumofUs today officially applied before 
the Court of Justice of the European Union for joining the legal challenge initiated by the Brussels 
Region against the European Commission over the decision to renew the authorisation licence for 
glyphosate, the world’s most-selling herbicide.38 
 
EFSA dismissed the International Agency for Research into Cancer (IARC) assessment before it was 
even published 39 
In Europe, the EU’s Food safety watchdog together with the EU’s Chemical Safety Agency ECHA 
has taken an opposing line to the IARC assessment of glyphosate as a ‘possible human 
carcinogen’. However, new documents released in the USA now cast doubt on EFSA’s neutrality 
when considering the IARC conclusions, and question whether the agency was influenced by 
the Monsanto-connected EPA. Certain email exchanges were found between Michael Goodis 
and Jess Rowland in May 2015. Re: Bilateral cooperation between EPA and EFSA on pesticides. 
These indicate that EFSA had approached the EPA and – as early as then – stated they were 
going to disagree with IARC’s assessment. 40 A timeline of the EFSA process can be found here. 41 
 
Further revelations were email exchanges between EFSA and the EPA 
Corporate Europe Observatory has summarized the content of several new Monsanto Papers, which 
were released on 27 and 28 October 2017.42 “Certain email exchanges within the EPA in May 2015 
indicate that EFSA had approached the EPA and – as early as then – stated that they were going to 
disagree with IARC’s assessment.” Yet in May 2015 EFSA hadn’t even seen IARC’s assessment. It 
wasn’t published until 29th July 2015. The German Bundesamt für Risikobewertung (BfR), which was 
the official EU rapporteur for glyphosate, had also not conducted their own assessment of the IARC 
conclusions before 31 August 2015.  
 

Why are there are so many mental health and psychiatric disorders, 
depression, suicides, anxiety and violence among children and adults? 

 
Glyphosate-based Herbicides cause neurotransmitter changes in the brain.  Why were papers from 
South America that show changes in the brain chemicals omitted from glyphosate re-assessment? 
Exposure to Glyphosate-based Herbicides in our food and sprayed on us in towns and cities cause 
neurotransmitter changes in the brain. This is a silent process. Many papers come from South 
American countries where they grow almost exclusively GM Roundup Ready Crops that Monsanto 
forced on them in 1996. But dozens of pages of the glyphosate reassessment are identical to 
passages in an application submitted by Monsanto on behalf of the Glyphosate Task Force (GTF), an 
                                                        
37 http://europa.eu/rapid/press-release_IP-17-5191_en.htm  
38 https://env-health.org/resources/press-releases/article/health-environment-and-civil  
39 https://corporateeurope.org/food-and-agriculture/2017/11/screening-new-monsanto-papers  
40 https://usrtk.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/10/EPA-cooperation-with-EFSA.pdf  
41 
https://www.efsa.europa.eu/sites/default/files/corporate_publications/files/efsaexplainsglyphosate151112en
.pdf  
42 https://corporateeurope.org/food-and-agriculture/2017/11/screening-new-monsanto-papers  
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industry body led by the company. EFSA has ‘cut and pasted’ them.43 Monsanto carefully omitted 
papers from Latin America which showed neurotransmitter changes and birth defects.  
 
Behavioral impairments following repeated intranasal glyphosate-based herbicide administration 
in mice. 44  
“Taken together, our findings demonstrate that intranasal (IN) exposure to commercial Gly-BH 
produces alterations in locomotor activity, anxiety and memory in adult mice. These observations 
could be a consequence of alterations in neurotransmission systems comprising the GABAergic, 
dopaminergic, serotoninergic and/or cholinergic systems.” The intranasal route is the fastest route to 
the brain. In this research paper there are references to many papers from around the world that 
confirm the glyphosate-based herbicides are damaging to the development of the foetal brain and 
that repeated exposure is toxic to the adult human brain and may result in alterations in locomotor 
activity, feelings of anxiety and memory impairment.   
There are so many mental health and psychiatric disorders, depression, suicides, anxiety and 
violence among children and adults; UK and US children are being given weedkiller at breakfast; 
unpublished emails showed FDA scientists could not find a food without Roundup in it. 
 
The effects on neonicotinoid insecticides on the human brain 
Many independent scientists have demonstrated that the neonicotinoid insecticides have effects on 
the mammalian brain, particularly that of the foetus. In 2000, Tomiwaza et al. showed that 
neonicotinoids acted on mammalian nicotinic acetylcholine receptors as well as those of insects, but 
considered that the selective nature of its binding (i.e. less affinity than in insects) made it safe for 
human exposure.45 However, they are long-acting and are now widespread in the environment. 
Clothiandin, for example, has a half-life in soil of up to 1386 days so it accumulates in the soil, yet 
farmers apply neonicotinoids blindly the following year.  
Li et al. obtained preparations of human neonicotinoid acetylcholine receptors and found that both 
chemicals had effects on human receptors, but imidacloprid more so than clothianidin.46 
Tennekes and Sánchez-Bayo demonstrated that chemicals binding irreversibly to specific receptors 
(neonicotinoids, genotoxic carcinogens and some metals) will produce toxic effects in a time-
dependent manner, no matter how low the level of exposure.47 Neonicotinoid insecticides cause 
damage to the central nervous system of insects that is virtually irreversible and cumulative. There is 
apparently no safe level of exposure; even minute quantities can have severe effects in the long 
term. During pregnancy, when the foetal brain is the size of an insect, exposure to neonicotinoids 
may cause similar neurological defects. 
 
Weeds become resistant to Roundup and other glyphosate-based herbicides  
An interactive weed resistance map of the US States has been developed. 48 Currently the numbers 
of herbicide-resistant weeds range from 1 in Massachusetts to 30 in California. Therefore, increasing 
amounts have to be sprayed that poison people, but have no effect on the weeds. But the levels of 
glyphosate in groundwater, drinking water and precipitation are never measured (apart from by us 
in 2013 and 2014). Battaglin et al. collected samples between 2001 and 2010 from 38 States and 
found that Glyphosate and AMPA were detected frequently in soils and sediment, ditches and 

                                                        
43 https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2017/sep/15/eu-report-on-weedkiller-safety-copied-text-
from-monsanto-study  
44  https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0892036217301526 
45 http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11312774  
46 http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3668458/  
47 https://www.researchgate.net/publication/236343937_Time-
dependent_toxicity_of_neonicotinoids_and_other_toxicants_Implications_for_a_new_approach_to_risk_asse
ssment 
48 http://weedscience.org/vmap/statemap.aspx  
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drains, precipitation, rivers, and streams; and less frequently in lakes, ponds, and wetlands; soil 
water; and groundwater. 49  The authors said: “Ecosystem effects of chronic low-level exposures to 
pesticide mixtures are uncertain. The environmental health risk of low-level detections of glyphosate, 
AMPA, and associated adjuvants and mixtures remain to be determined.” 
Glyphosate-based herbicides are sprayed over the streets of towns and cities in Wales50 and all the 
London Boroughs except one.51 What effects are they having on the human brain? They are the chief 
cause of ‘air pollution’ which is having such devastating effects on the health of children and adults. 
 
Violent Behavior: A Solution in Plain Sight  
Why is there an increasing incidence in unsociable behaviour, disorder, aggression, gun crime, and 
brutality in the UK and the US? This paper by Sylvia Onusic, PhD, CNS, LDN, seeks reasons for the 
increase in violent behaviour in America, especially among teenagers. She identifies malnutrition, 
vitamin and micronutrient deficiency as potent causes of aberrant behaviour, crime and the 
spectrum of autistic diseases. She says: “Some children have been corrected by a proper diet free of 
junk food.” 52 These are precisely the effects of exposure to Roundup and other man-made 
chemicals have on neurotransmitters in the brain. 
 
QUESTION Baroness Jones of Moulsecoomb: Given that here in the UK farmers have to keep such 
pesticides under lock and key in a steel cupboard, how can it be all right to sell it freely in the 
supermarkets on open shelves? Is that not a risk for both shoppers and workers? 
 
REPLY Lord Gardiner of Kimble avoided this part of the question in his reply.  
 
COMMENTARY 
Defra has absolutely no idea how much Roundup is sprayed over Britain, nor have the users53  
Pesticides Action Network UK gave this short analysis: “The survey covers pesticides used outside of 
agriculture, but does not include those used for home and garden use by the general public. Over 
1,100 companies and organisations in the amenity sector were contacted and asked to respond to 
the survey. These included contractors, golf courses, local authorities, water companies and others. 
Response rate was just 9% with a further number of organisations responding online. The response 
rate from local authorities was particularly poor with only 24 in total. Given there are over 400 local 
authorities in the UK, all of which will be using pesticides in some form, this is disappointing. On the 
other hand, responses from golf courses far outstripped those of the others providing 119 of the 
total. In all, the number of responders across the board were 209.” 
Pattern of amenity pesticides across the UK; mainly glyphosate-based herbicides 
The previous survey was in 2011, but this identified customers (some very surprising) in more detail. 
“The customers for Contractors were: all local authorities across the UK; transport organisations 
(including the Highways Agency, Network Rail, British Waterways and airport management 
companies); Ministry of Defence; sports and leisure clubs and facilities (including golf clubs, football 
clubs, cricket clubs, rugby clubs, bowling greens, leisure centres); conservation bodies (including the 
National Trust, local Wildlife Trusts, the RSPB, Natural England, National Park Authorities, 
Countryside Council for Wales, Scottish Natural Heritage and the Environment and Heritage Service 
Northern Ireland); industrial premises, factories and utility companies; and contracted third parties. 
The surface types considered were: amenity grass; sports turf; amenity woodland including tree and 
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shrub beds; riparian and aquatic areas; roads; and other hard surfaces, including gravel/ballast 
surfaces, pavements and kerbs.”  
 
The Countess of Mar chaired a meeting of the All-Party Parliamentary Group 
(APPG) on Agroecology in the Houses of Parliament in London 18/06/2014 

 
To discuss the harm caused by the world’s most popular herbicide – Roundup®. 54 
People from all round the world met to listen to four experts. The first expert to speak was Dr Don 
Huber, Plant scientist, Emeritus Professor Purdue University. He produced two crucial slides of facts 
about glyphosate. One was a picture of an octopus: each arm is used to describe the multiple actions 
of the biocide glyphosate: Mineral chelating agent (previously used for cleaning boilers) ‘grabbing’ 
minerals such as Boron, Ca, Co, Cu, Fe, K, Mg, Mn, Ni and Zn that are essential to metabolic 
processes and absorption of amino acids; Growth regulator; Antibiotic; Herbicide; Toxicant; 
Virulence enhancer; Organic phosphonate; Persistent in the environment. 
The second was the epidemic of diseases in the US that have increased between 1995 and 2011 and 
are linked to glyphosate: the incidence of the same diseases has increased in the UK over that time. 
Alzheimer’s disease, Dementia, Parkinson’s Disease, Autism, ADHD Bipolar, Diabetes (Type 2) 
Multiple sclerosis, Motor-neurone Disease, Obesity, Stroke, Hypertension, Cataracts & eye diseases, 
Inflammatory bowel disease, Birth defects, Colitis, Crohn’s disease, Hypercholesterolaemia, asthma, 
Allergies, Atopic dermatitis, Miscarriage/infertility, Renal disease/failure, Liver abnormalities, Coeliac 
disease, Gluten intolerance, Pancreatic abnormalities, Autoimmune diseases, Arthritis and various 
cancers. Cancers associated with Roundup include Non-Hodgkin’s Lymphoma, myeloma, melanoma 
and leukaemia, cancers of the pancreas, colon, breast, prostate, liver, kidney, bladder, bone, thyroid 
and oesophagus. The CMO England and doctors from Public Health England did not attend and no-
one from the UK Media was present.  
   
European Parliament Group Finds Pesticides in Hair Samples Across Europe55 
The Greens/European Free Alliance group in the European Parliament released the results 
Wednesday of a unique long-term exposure pesticide testing project, initiated by The Detox 
Project and Kudzu Science. 
“148 hair samples were collected from six EU countries: Germany, Denmark, Wales, Italy, France and 
Belgium between the end of July and October 2018. The samples were then analysed for a selection 
of 30 pesticides including insecticides, fungicides and herbicides. 
The results showed that 15 of the 30 ubiquitous pesticides tested for were found in at least one of the 
samples, with 60% of the samples containing at least one pesticide. 
Fipronil (insecticide), Propiconazole (fungicide), Permethrin (insecticide) and Chlorpyrifos-Ethyl 
(insecticide), were all found in more than 10% of the samples. 
Wales was the country with the highest pesticide levels, with 84% of samples testing positive for at 
least one pesticide and Germany had the least exposure with 44% of samples testing positive for at 
least one pesticide. Belgium meanwhile had the most exposure to multiple pesticides with up to 4 of 
the pesticides tested for being found in some samples.” 
 
The Detox Project Director, Henry Rowlands, stated Wednesday; “This is the first testing project to 
show how people in the European Union are exposed to pesticides over the long-term. Hair testing 
now enables us to find out much more than urine and blood testing, which only show our short-term 
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exposure. The results are deeply concerning and should lead to changes in the way pesticides are 
regulated in Europe.” 
Although glyphosate, the world’s most used herbicide, was not tested for in this European 
Parliament project, due to the fact that the validated hair testing method for glyphosate had not 
been released at the start of the sampling, early results from validated glyphosate, AMPA and 
glufosinate testing in hair were also published last week by The Detox Project. 
 
It is only recently that new developments in laboratory technology and science have enabled 
pesticides to be tested accurately in hair. Hair testing is now set to replace urine and blood as the 
preferred matrix for public pesticide testing for the following reasons: 

• Hair testing shows your exposure to pesticides over a period of 90-120 days, whereas 
• Urine Testing shows your exposure for approximately 14-21 days and 
• Blood Testing shows your exposure for 2-3 days 

 
Fipronil and permethrin are hardly used now in agriculture, but as over-the-counter chemicals for 
domestic use on pets for fleas (Frontline) and gardens as an insecticide (Permethrin). 
Fipronil disrupts the insect central nervous system by blocking GABA-gated chloride channels 
and glutamate-gated chloride (GluCl) channels. This causes hyperexcitation of contaminated insects' 
nerves and muscles. Fipronil's specificity towards insects is believed to be due to its greater affinity 
to the GABA receptor in insects relative to mammals. 
Permethrin: Distribution of permethrin has been studied in rat models, with highest amounts 
accumulating in fat and the brain.56 
 
Chlorpyrifos 57 is a widely used and highly-volatile neurotoxic organophosphate insecticide that 
study after study has shown is harming the development of children's brains. When mothers are 
exposed during pregnancy, their children are at higher risk of having lower IQs, developmental 
delays and autism. 
In fall 2016, EPA’s own scientists published a follow-up assessment of health risks that found that, 
through their diet, infants were being exposed to the pesticide at levels 140 times what could be 
considered safe. When Trump came into power Dow Chemical Company contributed $1 million to 
his inauguration, so he ordered the EPA to unban chlorpyrifos. The Washington Post wrote an article 
about why that happened, when the US EPA had said it was a dangerous chemical. “Chlorpyrifos 
belongs to the same chemical family as sarin nerve gas and works by attacking the nervous system. 
Epidemological evidence suggests that Chlorpyrifos can cause brain damage in children and even to 
the unborn. A California study found that pregnant women who lived near fields where Chlorpyrifos 
was sprayed were three times more likely to give birth to a child who would develop autism.” 
Evaggelos Vallianatos, who worked for the US EPA for 25 years and then became a whistleblower, 
says “It is a chemical warfare agent.”58 
 
Chlorpyrifos (a sarin-like neurotoxin) was used on 107,739 ha crop land in 2015 by UK farmers  
In 2010 the UK Health and Safety Executive, along with their counterparts in Spain, following an 
interim period of withdrawal, worked about as determinedly as they could to have OPPs reinstated 
for widespread use throughout the EU. Spain was the Rapporteur Member State for chlorpyrifos. 59 
Once again, and largely thanks to them it was made legal for use once again. The effects on children 
included lower birth weight and reduced I.Q., with farmworkers also reporting loss of working 
memory and other health consequences that at times resulted in hospital admissions. 
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That’s why there are residues of chlorpyrifos in hair. 
Propiconazole (fungicide) was used on 516,764 ha cropland in 2015 by UK farmers and it is used as 
an amenity and garden fungicide on lawns, turf, flowers, trees.  It is used in combination with 
permethrin as a wood preserver. 
 
An Editorial in the Lancet 09/11/2018 on the Global Burden of Disease 
Global Burden of Disease 2017 A fragile world 60 
“Since the Lancet published the first Global Burden of Disease Study (GBD) over 10 years ago, every 
new iteration has brought improvements in data quality and quantity. With the sharpening of these 
estimates came a reassuring message: year on year, they portrayed an ever-healthier world.  
Careful reading of the results of GBD 2017 shatter this comforting trend of gradual improvement and 
instead show plateauing mortality rates on a background of faltering and uneven progress, era-
defining epidemics, and dramatic health worker shortages. Instead of the progress updates we have 
become accustomed to, GBD 2017 comes as an urgent warning signal from a fragile and fragmented 
world. In 2017, global adult mortality rates decreases plateaued, and, in some cases, mortality rates 
increased. Non-communicable diseases accounted for 73% of all global deaths in 2017, with over half 
of all deaths (28·8 million) attributable to just four risk factors: high blood pressure, smoking, high 
blood glucose, and high body-mass index. Obesity prevalence has risen in almost every country in 
the world—leading to more than a million deaths from type 2 diabetes, half a million deaths from 
diabetes-related chronic kidney disease, and 180 000 deaths related to non-alcoholic 
steatohepatitis. In 2017, depressive disorders were the third leading cause of years lived with 
disability after low back pain and headache disorders, and deaths from dengue fever, a disease often 
associated with struggling development and urbanisation, increased substantially in most tropical 
and subtropical countries, rising from 24 500 deaths globally in 2007 to 40 500 in 2017. 
Sex-specific disaggregation of the data in GBD 2017 uncovers areas where the gendered aspects of 
health—too often overlooked—can be acted upon. Estimates show that substantial differences in 
health for men and women that underlie the overall headline figures are still pervasive.”  
 
Séralini’s 2-year feeding study provoked chronic hormone and sex dependent pathologies in rats; 
males developed tumours at 4 months and females at 7 months61  
 “The health effects of a Roundup®-tolerant genetically modified maize (from 11% in the diet), 
cultivated with or without Roundup®, and Roundup® alone (from 0.1 ppb in water), were studied 2 
years in rats. In females, all treated groups died 2–3 times more than controls, and more rapidly. This 
difference was visible in 3 male groups fed GMOs. All results were hormone and sex dependent, and 
the pathological profiles were comparable. Females developed large mammary tumours almost 
always more often than and before controls, the pituitary was the second most disabled organ; the 
sex hormonal balance was modified by GMO and Roundup® treatments. In treated males, liver 
congestions and necrosis were 2.5–5.5 times higher. This pathology was confirmed by optic and 
transmission electron microscopy. Marked and severe kidney nephropathies were also generally 1.3–
2.3 greater. Males presented 4 times more, large palpable tumors (kidney) than controls which 
occurred up to 600 days earlier. Biochemistry data confirmed very significant kidney chronic 
deficiencies; for all treatments and both sexes, 76% of the altered parameters were kidney related. 
These results can be explained by the non-linear endocrine-disrupting effects of Roundup®, but also 
by the overexpression of the transgene in the GMO and its metabolic consequences.” 
 
Prof Gilles-Eric Séralini was awarded Whistleblower of the Year 2015 (a shared award) by German 
Scientists for his work on the toxicity of GMOs and Glyphosate62 

                                                        
60 https://www.thelancet.com/journals/lancet/article/PIIS0140-6736(18)32858-
7/fulltext?dgcid=raven_jbs_etoc_email    
61 http://www.seralini.fr/wp-content/uploads/2018/04/Seralini-al.ESEU-RepublishedInVivo_June2014.pdf 
62 https://vdw-ev.de/wp-content/uploads/2016/07/full_reasoning_whistleblower_seralini_en.pdf  



 22 

Citation from German Scientists: “He was the first to publish animal test results demonstrating the 
toxic and carcinogenic properties of the most commonly used herbicide worldwide, the glyphosate-
based “Roundup” by carrying out a two-year feeding test on rats. After the research was published, 
Prof Séralini was attacked by a vehement campaign by ‘interested circles’ from the chemical industry 
as well as the industry-financed British Science Media Centre.”  

 
Multiomics reveal non-alcoholic fatty liver disease in rats following chronic exposure to an ultra-
low dose of Roundup herbicide.63 
Overall, metabolome and proteome disturbances showed a substantial overlap with biomarkers of 
non-alcoholic fatty liver disease and its progression to steatohepatosis and thus confirm liver 
functional dysfunction resulting from chronic ultra-low dose Glyphosate-Based Herbicide (GBH) 
exposure. The study is the first ever to show a causative link between consumption of Roundup at a 
real-world environmentally relevant dose and a serious disease. 
 
UK’s Science Media Centre lambasted for pushing corporate science64 
The meeting of global science writers in Bath in 2014 concluded: “Journalists who uncritically report 
on SMC briefings and quotes sent by the centre are being taken for a ride by a lobby organisation 
instead of a neutral science information provider.” Connie St Louis, former president of the 
Association of British Science Writers and a senior lecturer at City University, London said: “I would 
close down the UK Science Media Centre.” She conducted a small study on the centre’s impact on UK 
science reporting in the 12 national newspapers in 2011 and 2012. The SMC’s main activities include 
sending out ‘expert reactions’ — quotes on issues in the news — and holding media briefings, 
essentially small press conferences with a few experts. She found that more than half the SMC’s 
expert reactions were covered in the press and, in 23 per cent of the stories that included these, the 
only quotes were those that came from the centre.  
David Miller, a professor of sociology from the University of Bath, United Kingdom, presented a 
scathing analysis of the SMC, based on a combination of methods, such as analysing the SMC’s 
website content and sending out freedom of information requests. He looked at which experts the 
centre uses — given that its mission is to get scientists’ views across. What he found was that some 
20 of the 100 most quoted experts were not scientists, as defined by having a PhD and working at a 
research institution or a top learned society. Instead they were lobbyists for and CEOs of industry 
groups. 
 
Global Agricultural Corporations are severely criticised by Hilal Elver the UN Special Rapporteur on 
the right to food65  
The Report presented to the UN human rights council on 08/03/2017 is severely critical of the global 
corporations that manufacture pesticides, accusing them of the “systematic denial of harms”, 
“aggressive, unethical marketing tactics” and heavy lobbying of governments which has “obstructed 
reforms and paralysed global pesticide restrictions”. 
The report authored by Hilal Elver the UN Special Rapporteur on the right to food and co-authored 
by Baskut Tuncak, the UN’s special rapporteur on toxics, says pesticides have “catastrophic impacts 
on the environment, human health and society as a whole”, including an estimated 200,000 deaths a 
year from acute poisoning. Its authors said: “It is time to create a global process to transition toward 
safer and healthier food and agricultural production.”  
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“It is a myth,” said Hilal Elver. “Using more pesticides is nothing to do with getting rid of hunger. 66  
According to the UN Food and Agriculture Organisation (FAO), we are able to feed 9 billion people 
today. Production is definitely increasing, but the problem is poverty, inequality and distribution.” 
Elver said many of the pesticides are used on commodity crops, such as palm oil and soy, not the 
food needed by the world’s hungry people: “The corporations are not dealing with world hunger, 
they are dealing with more agricultural activity on large scales.” 
The Report says: “excessive use of pesticides are very dangerous to human health, to the 
environment and it is misleading to claim they are vital to ensuring food security.” Chronic exposure 
to pesticides has been linked to cancer, Alzheimer’s and Parkinson’s diseases, hormone disruption, 
developmental disorders and sterility. Farmers and agricultural workers, communities living near 
plantations, indigenous communities and pregnant women and children are particularly vulnerable 
to pesticide exposure and require special protections. The experts warn that certain pesticides can 
persist in the environment for decades and pose a threat to the entire ecological system on which 
food production depends. The excessive use of pesticides contaminates soil and water sources, 
causing loss of biodiversity, destroying the natural enemies of pests, and reducing the nutritional 
value of food. The impact of such overuse also imposes staggering costs on national economies 
around the world. The experts say the use of neonicotinoid pesticides is particularly worrying 
because they are accused of being responsible for a systematic collapse in the number of bees 
around the world. For example, heavy use of these insecticides has been blamed for the 50 per 
cent decline over 25 years in honeybee populations in both the United States and the United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland. Such a collapse, they say, threatens the very basis 
of agriculture as 71% of crop species are bee-pollinated.  
 
The UN expert on Toxics, Baskut Tuncak wrote in the Guardian on 06/11/2017: The EU and 
glyphosate: it's time to put children's health before pesticides 67 
“A pending decision on Monsanto’s ubiquitous weedkiller is a crucial opportunity to protect our 
children from the toxic cocktail of pesticides polluting their food, water and play areas.”  
“Our children are growing up exposed to a toxic cocktail of weedkillers, insecticides, and fungicides. 
It’s on their food and in their water, and it’s even doused over their parks and playgrounds. Many 
governments insist that our standards of protection from these pesticides are strong enough. But as 
a scientist and a lawyer who specialises in chemicals and their potential impact on people’s 
fundamental rights, I beg to differ. Last month it was revealed that in recommending that glyphosate 
– the world’s most widely-used pesticide – was safe, the EU’s food safety watchdog copied and 
pasted pages of a report directly from Monsanto, the pesticide’s manufacturer. Revelations like these 
are simply shocking. 
The UN Convention on the Rights of the Child, the most ratified international human rights treaty in 
the world (only the US is not a party), makes it clear that states have an explicit obligation to protect 
children from exposure to toxic chemicals, from contaminated food and polluted water, and to 
ensure that every child can realise their right to the highest attainable standard of health. These and 
many other rights of the child are abused by the current pesticide regime. These chemicals are 
everywhere and they are invisible. The only way to protect citizens, especially those 
disproportionately at risk from exposure, is for governments to regulate them effectively, in large 
part by adhering to the highest standards of scientific integrity. 
Paediatricians have referred to childhood exposure to pesticides as creating a “silent pandemic” of 
disease and disability. Exposure in pregnancy and childhood is linked to birth defects, diabetes, and 
cancer. Because a child’s developing body is more sensitive to exposure than adults and takes in 
more of everything – relative to their size, children eat, breathe, and drink much more than adults – 
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they are particularly vulnerable to these toxic chemicals. Increasing evidence shows that even at 
“low” doses of childhood exposure, irreversible health impacts can result. But, most victims cannot 
prove the cause of their disability or disease, limiting our ability to hold those responsible to account. 
In light of revelations such as the copy-and-paste scandal, a careful re-examination of the 
performance of states is required. The overwhelming reliance of regulators on industry-funded 
studies, the exclusion of independent science from assessments, and the confidentiality of studies 
relied upon by authorities must change.” 
 
On December 12th 2017 the EU Commission relicensed glyphosate for 5 years. The British 
Government ignored the plea by Baskut Tuncak and voted with the Commission, but did they read 
ECHA’s full classification? 
 
The International Criminal Court in The Hague is extending its remit to include ecocide68 
The UN-backed court, which sits in The Hague, has mostly ruled on cases of genocide and war crimes 
since it was set up in 2002. It has been criticized for its reluctance to investigate major 
environmental and cultural crimes, which often happen in peacetime. In a change of focus, the ICC 
said on September 15 2016 it would also prioritize crimes that result in the “destruction of the 
environment”, “exploitation of natural resources” and the “illegal dispossession” of land. It also 
included an explicit reference to ‘land-grabbing’. Environmental destruction and land-grabs could 
lead to governments and individuals being prosecuted for crimes against humanity by the 
international criminal court.69 
 

The Verdict of the Judges of the International Monsanto Tribunal 
 
Summary of the advisory opinion of the International Monsanto Tribunal 70 
Delivered on the 18th of April 2017 in The Hague, Netherlands 
The International Monsanto Tribunal is a unique "Opinion Tribunal" convened by civil society to 
clarify the legal obligations and consequences of some of the activities of the Monsanto Company. In 
brief: the five judges of the Monsanto Tribunal agree that:  

• Monsanto has violated human rights to food, health, a healthy environment and the 
freedom indispensable for independent scientific research. 

• ‘ecocide’ should be recognized as a crime in international law.     
• human rights and environmental laws are undermined by corporate-friendly trade and 

investment regulation. 
The Monsanto Tribunal hearings allowed for the gathering of testimonies related to various impacts 
on human health (especially on farmers), soils, plants, aquatic organisms, animal health and 
biodiversity. These testimonies also included the impacts of spraying crop protection products 
(herbicides, pesticides). Based on the above findings and to answer Question 1, the Tribunal 
concludes that Monsanto has engaged in practices that have negatively impacted the right to a 
healthy environment. 
 
Question 6 asked the Tribunal if the activities of Monsanto could constitute a crime of ecocide, 
understood as causing serious damage or destroying the environment, so as to significantly and 
durably alter the global commons or ecosystem services upon which certain human groups rely. 
“Developments in international environmental law confirms the increased awareness of how 

                                                        
68 https://www.theguardian.com/global/2016/sep/15/hague-court-widens-remit-to-include-environmental-
destruction-cases  
69 https://www.icc-cpi.int/Pages/item.aspx?name=pr1238    
70 http://www.monsanto-tribunal.org/upload/asset_cache/1016160509.pdf  
 



 25 

environmental harm negatively affects the fundamental values of society. Preserving dignity for 
present and future generations and the integrity of ecosystems is an idea that has gained traction in 
the international community. As an evidence of these developments, and according to the Policy 
Paper on Case Selection and Prioritisation from September 2016, the Prosecutor of the International 
Criminal Court in the Hague wants to give particular consideration to Rome Statute crimes involving 
the illegal dispossession of land or the destruction of the environment. However, despite the 
development of many instruments to protect the environment, a gap remains between legal 
commitments and the reality of environmental protection. The Tribunal assesses that international 
law should now precisely and clearly assert the protection of the environment and the crime of 
ecocide. The Tribunal concludes that if such a crime of ecocide were recognized in international 
criminal law, the activities of Monsanto could possibly constitute a crime of ecocide. Several of the 
company’s activities may fall within this infraction, such as the manufacture and supply of 
glyphosate-based herbicides to Colombia in the context of its plan for aerial application on coca 
crops, which negatively impacted the environment and the health of local populations; the large-
scale use of dangerous agrochemicals in industrial agriculture; and the engineering, production, 
introduction and release of genetically engineered crops. Severe contamination of plant diversity, 
soils and waters would also fall within the qualification of ecocide. Finally, the introduction of 
persistent organic pollutants such as PCB into the environment causing widespread, long-lasting and 
severe environmental harm and affecting the right of the future generations could fall within the 
qualification of ecocide as well.”  
 
Professor Gilles-Eric Séralini suggested that we sent our two photo-journals to the judges of the 
Monsanto Tribunal to contribute to the evidence that Monsanto’s Roundup causes Ecocide. 
 
The Health and Safety Executive watched the poisoning of our nature reserve from 2014 to 2018  
Invertebrates are the canaries in the coal-mine, warning humans that conditions are too toxic for 
life. The people in Wales are sick. They are suffering from Alzheimer’s disease, Dementia, 
Parkinson’s Disease, Autism, ADHD Bipolar, Diabetes (Type 2) Multiple sclerosis, Motor-neurone 
Disease, Obesity, Stroke, Hypertension, Cataracts & eye diseases, Inflammatory bowel disease, Birth 
defects, Colitis, Crohn’s disease, Hypercholesterolaemia, asthma, Allergies, Atopic dermatitis, 
Miscarriage/infertility, Renal disease/failure, Liver abnormalities, Coeliac disease, Gluten 
intolerance, Pancreatic abnormalities, Autoimmune diseases, Arthritis and various cancers. Cancers 
associated with Roundup include Non-Hodgkin’s Lymphoma, myeloma, melanoma and myeloid 
leukaemia, cancers of the pancreas, colon, breast, prostate, liver, kidney, bladder, bone, thyroid and 
oesophagus.  
 
The Health and Safety Executive has committed crimes against humanity of ECOCIDE and could be 
liable to be prosecuted in the International Criminal Court. I did warn the HSE and Defra, but they 
ignored the warning. I even said that ignorance was no defence. 
 
Rosemary Mason MB ChB FRCA 
 
 
 
 


