PRESS RELEASE – 18th October 2010
Chemical farming is costing the country billions of pounds, Government told

The Government has had a stark warning that the cost to the UK economy and society as a whole from the current use of pesticides is totaling billions of pounds per year and will continue to do so unless a different policy approach is urgently adopted. 
Multi-award winning environmental campaigner, Georgina Downs, who runs the UK Pesticides Campaign (www.pesticidescampaign.co.uk) has written to the Prime Minister, the Deputy Prime Minister, the Chancellor, and the DEFRA Secretary of State, to highlight some of the existing substantial health and environmental costs of pesticide use, and to inform the new coalition Government that these existing external costs far outweigh any potential costs of introducing new regulatory controls on pesticides, and shifting policy towards utilizing sustainable non-chemical methods that do not depend on pesticides. 

Ms. Downs states, “The former Government’s costs analysis in relation to the use of pesticides was hopelessly flawed, as in its pesticides policy, the Labour Government never factored in the massive financial and economic burden that the use of pesticides imposes on the country through damage to human health and the environment. The new coalition Government cannot afford to make the same mistake, as the current pesticide policy has very significant and long standing cost implications for the Government, and thus the taxpayer, that totals billions of pounds each year, and which will continue to do so unless a different policy approach is urgently adopted.”

The coalition Government is due to make an announcement shortly regarding the policy and legislation governing the use of pesticides in the UK. This is, in part, as a result of the implementation of new European laws which have to be transposed in the UK by next year.1 A Department for Environment Food and Rural Affairs (DEFRA) Consultation, that included a number of options regarding the way forward for pesticides, closed in May2, just prior to the general election and thus the change of Government. 
As a direct result of the ongoing legal case between Georgina Downs and the UK Government concerning the lack of any protection for the public from pesticides, particularly rural residents, then a key part of the DEFRA Consultation was in relation to the exposure for those living in the locality to crop-sprayed fields.3 
Ms. Downs’ campaign has led to the new EU laws containing a number of critical measures for the protection of residents, including a new legal obligation for farmers and other pesticide users to provide information to residents on the pesticides they use; and the option for a new legal requirement in the statutory conditions of use for residents to be provided with prior notification before spraying.4 However, most importantly, Article 12 of the new EU Sustainable Use Directive concerns the prohibition of pesticide use in areas used by the general public, or by “vulnerable groups”, a term which is clearly defined in the new EU legislation as including residents exposed to pesticides sprayed in their locality.5 
Ms. Downs states, “Article 12 is a vital clause. Considering that approx. 80% of pesticides used in this country each year is related to agricultural use and that the main poisoning incidents and acute adverse health effects recorded annually in the Government’s own monitoring system are from crop-spraying, then the prohibition of the use of pesticides in the locality of homes, schools, children’s playgrounds, hospitals and public areas is absolutely crucial for public health protection, especially that of vulnerable groups.”
Despite these measures being included in the new European legislation there is great concern as to how, or even if, the coalition Government will implement them, as the previous Government continued to use voluntary measures only in order to maintain the status quo.

Ms. Downs points out in her letters to the Prime Minister, the Deputy Prime Minister, the Chancellor, and the DEFRA Secretary of State, that when publishing the initial proposals for the new EU legislation in July 2006, the European Commission (EC) clearly acknowledged that pesticides can have various acute and chronic adverse effects on human health. It also recognised the higher risk of incidence of various chronic (including irreversible/permanent) effects, illnesses and diseases for people exposed to pesticides over the long term, such as rural residents.6 For example, one EC statement stated that, “Long term exposure to pesticides can lead to serious disturbances to the immune system, sexual disorders, cancers, sterility, birth defects, damage to the nervous system and genetic damage.”7

There has been a significant increase in recent years of a number of these chronic health conditions. According to cancer statistics, an estimated 12.7 million new cancer cases and 7.6 million deaths occurred worldwide in 2008.8 There are around 298,000 new cases of cancer (excluding non-melanoma skin cancer) diagnosed each year in the UK alone, and more than 1 in 3 people will develop some form of cancer during their lifetime.9 In 2008, there were more than 156,000 cancer deaths in the UK, and one in four (27%) of all deaths in the UK were due to cancer.10
As recognised by the European Commission pesticides can damage the brain and central nervous system of humans, which is not surprising considering that many pesticides are neurotoxic. Parkinson’s Disease is a neurological disorder that has been repeatedly linked to pesticide exposure in numerous international studies. One reputable study published in March 2009 found that exposure to just two pesticides within 500 metres of residents’ homes increased the risk of Parkinson’s Disease by 75%.11 According to Parkinson’s statistics, 120,000 people live with Parkinson's in the UK, or 1 in 500 people.12 Every year 10,000 people are diagnosed with the disease in the UK, in which 1 in 20 is under 40 years of age.13 There is currently no cure for Parkinson's.14
Ms. Downs points out in the aforementioned letters that the cost to the UK economy of just a few of these chronic health conditions is massive. For example, in 2008 cancer cost £5.13 billion in terms of NHS costs alone, and the total costs to society in England was estimated to be a staggering £18.33 billion, with these costs predicted to increase to £24.72 billion by 202015. It has been calculated that Parkinson’s Disease costs the NHS £384 million per year with 78% of these costs being taken up by hospitalisations,16 and the total cost in the UK of the disease is estimated to be between £449 million and £3.3 billion annually, depending on the cost model and prevalence rate used17. Another neurological condition which has been linked to pesticide exposure, Myalgic Encephalomyelitis (ME) has been estimated to cost the nation £6.4 billion per year.18
Ms. Downs states, “Although there are a number of different causes for these chronic conditions, even if pesticides are only causing a proportion, the costs would still be enormous, particularly when added up with all the health costs of other related conditions, along with all the environmental costs.”
For example, the cost of removing pesticides from drinking water alone is estimated to be approx. £140 million per year.19 It has been estimated to cost approx. a further £4.75 million to monitor pesticides at 2500 surface and groundwater sites.20 It costs £2 million a year in the UK to check for pesticide residues in food21 and an estimated £5.4 million for pesticide monitoring in both food and livestock together.22
Ms. Downs states, “It is clear that chemical farming is costing the country billions of pounds every year. Obviously it goes without saying that the personal and human costs to those suffering chronic diseases and damage cannot be calculated in financial terms. The significance of these consequences requires the adoption of a preventative approach, to make sure that the protection of public health is (which it has not been to date) the overriding priority of the Government’s policy.”
Ms. Downs points out that ironically a stated reason that the former Labour Government gave for repeatedly refusing to introduce mandatory measures for public health protection from pesticides was to do with cost implications on the Government and “the public purse”.23 Yet, aside from the critical fact that the existing external costs of pesticide use completely dwarfs any potential costs of introducing new measures, Ms. Downs highlights an additional serious fundamental flaw in the former Government’s continued reliance on this argument. 

For example, in the recent Government consultation on pesticides, DEFRA estimated the highest stated cost to the Government from adopting regulatory controls wherever possible, as being £111.51 million.24 Yet this is nothing compared to the sheer waste of multi billions of pounds of public money during the Labour years, with some of the most farcical being: the reported £200 million of public money spent on doses of the swine flu vaccine never to be used because officials forgot to add a cancel clause to the contract with the pharmaceutical company GlaxoSmithKline;25 the Welsh language television channel funded with £100 million of public money that showed nearly 200 programmes between February and March 2010 which were watched by no one;26 in 2009, the Learning and Skills Council gave the go ahead to more college building programmes than they had money for – resulting in dozens of colleges having to write off over £220 million that they had already spent before the mistake was realized;27 and not to mention of course the reported £5 billion spent by senior civil servants since 2002 on taxpayer funded credit cards, including dining at top restaurants.28 
Ms. Downs states, “Such wasted billions clearly confirm that mandatory control measures on pesticide use could have been introduced many, many, times over by now if public money had been managed responsibly by the former Government, with the priority being given to policy areas that involve public health protection, such as this one.” 
Ms. Downs goes on to state, “With just 2 days left before the new coalition Government announces the details of its Spending Review that will set departmental budgets for the years 2011-12 to 2014-15, the Government must ensure that the spending cuts due to take place are not used as an excuse for a continuation of the former Government’s inaction over pesticides. This is about public health protection and is thus not a policy area that can be sacrificed, or compromised on, in any way.”
Ms. Downs, whose long running legal case against the UK Government over pesticides is now before the European Court of Human Rights, points out in her letters to the Prime Minister, the Deputy Prime Minister, the Chancellor, and the DEFRA Secretary of State, that considering the massive health and environmental costs of chemical farming it makes clear economic sense to introduce new regulatory controls on pesticides, and to shift policy towards utilizing non-chemical farming methods in order to reduce dependency on pesticides, which is one of the main aims of the new European legislation. 

As Ms. Downs points out, such action would also go some way towards reducing the deficit as it would save the country billions every year.
In any event, if the coalition Government fails to adopt the mandatory measures required by the new EU laws then it would result in non-compliance, which could lead to infraction proceedings being taken against the UK by the European Commission. This could incur significant financial penalties for the UK. 

Ms. Downs states, “The new coalition Government must now do what Labour failed to do in the entire 13 years they were in power and finally put the protection of the health of UK citizen’s first and foremost. In every sense, the Government simply cannot afford not to.”
Contact: Georgina Downs FRSA. 
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**Full references for the above press release can be found below the Notes to Editors.

Notes to Editors:-

· Georgina Downs has sent the aforementioned letters to the Prime Minister, the Deputy Prime Minister, the Chancellor, the DEFRA Secretary of State, and DEFRA Ministers Lord Henley and Jim Paice.
· The coalition Government is due to make an announcement shortly regarding the policy and legislation governing the use of pesticides in the UK.
· Georgina Downs runs the UK Pesticides Campaign (www.pesticidescampaign.co.uk), which is the only UK campaign that specifically exists to highlight the risks and adverse health, environmental and financial impacts of pesticides on rural residents and communities, as well as on other members of the public exposed. The UK Pesticides Campaign was founded in 2001 and over the last 9 years has produced extensive written and visual materials to highlight the UK Government’s inherent fundamental failure to protect public health, in particular rural residents and communities, from exposure to pesticides sprayed in the locality of homes, schools, children’s playgrounds, amongst other areas, (and this applies to both acute effects and chronic long term adverse health effects).
· The UK Pesticides Campaign made an extensive 126 page submission to the recent DEFRA Consultation on pesticides. This submission is due to be published on the UK Pesticides Campaign website (www.pesticidescampaign.co.uk) shortly.
· The UK Pesticides Campaign was fully involved in the development of the new European pesticides legislation consisting of the new Sustainable Use Directive (SUD) and the new PPP Regulation, and made representations on behalf of rural residents and communities affected by pesticide spraying in their locality at a number of meetings with various parties in both Brussels and Strasbourg. These included: 1) a meeting with the former European Commissioner for Health and Consumer Protection, Markos Kyprianou, on 5th September 2006; 2) a meeting with the former European Commissioner for the Environment, Stavros Dimas, in January 2007; 3) meetings with senior European Commission officials in both DG SANCO and DG Environment, including officials working in the Cabinets of the aforementioned Commissioners; 4) meetings with numerous MEPs from all political parties, including all the Rapporteur’s and Shadow Rapporteur’s for the SUD and PPP Regulation. The UK Pesticides Campaign also corresponded with the EU Council, as well as the Permanent Representatives of all the 27 Member States, and also made detailed submissions, and had correspondence with, the European Food Safety Authority (EFSA), and its Plant Protection Products and their Residues (PPR) Scientific Panel, along with the PPR Panel’s Working Group on the Toxicology of Pesticides. The UK Pesticides Campaign is also on the Expert Group on the Thematic Strategy on the Sustainable Use of Pesticides following an invitation by the European Commission.
· The work of the UK Pesticides Campaign is widely recognised not only in the UK, but also in Europe, as well as in other countries around the world and has led to a considerable number of prestigious environmental awards and nominations. Georgina Downs, as the founder and Director of the UK Pesticides Campaign, has lived next to regularly sprayed fields for over 26 years, and therefore has the direct experience of living in this situation. Ms. Downs has been calling on the UK Government to introduce the following measures for the protection of rural residents and communities:-
*The prohibition of pesticide use in the locality of homes, schools, children’s playgrounds, hospitals, nurseries, and other buildings where people may be situated. Considering studies have shown that pesticides can travel in the air for miles then the distance where the use of pesticides is prohibited would need to be substantial.

*A new legal obligation to give rural residents prior notification before any pesticide spraying in their locality (this needs to be at least 48 hours’ prior notice, the same as is required for the protection of bees).

*A new legal obligation for farmers and other pesticide users to provide information on the pesticides they use directly to residents (as third party access is inadequate, especially in the event of an immediate poisoning when getting that information is critical and going through a third party would only add unnecessary and in some cases extremely dangerous time delays).

· In November 2008 Ms. Downs won a historic and landmark High Court victory against the UK Government over its fundamental failure to protect people in the countryside from pesticides. Ms. Downs’ case was the first known legal case of its kind to reach the High Court to directly challenge the Government’s pesticide policy regarding crop-spraying in rural areas and Ms. Downs won the case. 
· The Government applied to appeal the High Court decision and in July 2009 the Court of Appeal overturned the High Court Judgment. The majority of the contents of Ms. Downs’ critical evidence contained in six Witness Statements and which were based on the Government’s very own documents, findings and statements, were completely ignored by the Court of Appeal in its Judgment, as the Court of Appeal Judges very bizarrely substituted Ms. Downs’ case, arguments and evidence with the conclusions of a Government requested and funded report 4 years earlier in 2005. 
· The critical factual evidence contained in Ms. Downs’ six Witness Statements that fully exposes the true extent of the UK Government’s fundamental failure at all levels to protect the public from pesticides is available on Ms. Downs’ campaign website at:- www.pesticidescampaign.co.uk 
· The long running legal case between Georgina Downs and the UK Government over pesticides is now before the European Court of Human Rights. The application was hand delivered by Ms. Downs to the European Court of Human Rights in Strasbourg at the end of June. The application details the fundamental failings of the current UK policy and approvals system to protect residents and communities from pesticides, and how it violates Convention rights, by (in particular) unjustifiably exposing residents, such as Ms. Downs, to serious risks to their health, and damage to their home and family life. In addition, Ms. Downs details in her application, a further violation of Convention Rights as the United Kingdom Government has unjustifiably failed to establish an effective and accessible procedure enabling Ms. Downs, and all other rural residents living in the locality to sprayed fields, to have full and direct access to all relevant and appropriate information about crop-spraying in the locality to their homes, as well as a right to prior notification before any spraying application. Ms. Downs’ application further details how the English appellate courts considering her case (the Court of Appeal, and the Supreme Court) failed to give her a fair hearing, (in particular, the fact that the Court of Appeal substituted the detailed case, factual evidence and arguments produced by Ms. Downs in a number of detailed Witness Statements, and that had been successful in winning five decisions in her legal case against the Government during 2007 and 2008, with an outdated Government requested and funded report from 2005), and have violated other important Convention rights, including her right to an effective remedy. 
*Pictures of Ms. Downs outside the European Court of Human Rights are available upon request.
References:-
1. The new European pesticides legislation consists of: 1) Directive 2009/128/EC of the European Parliament and of the Council of 21 October 2009 establishing a framework for Community action to achieve the sustainable use of pesticides (referred to in the DEFRA Consultation document as the Sustainable Use Directive or SUD) which came into force on 25th November 2009 and which will need to be transposed and implemented by Member States by 25th November 2011. The full text of European Directive 2009/128/EC is available at:- http://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=OJ:L:2009:309:0071:0086:EN:PDF; and 2) Regulation (EC) No 1107/2009 of the European Parliament and of the Council of 21 October 2009 concerning the placing of plant protection products on the market (referred to in the DEFRA Consultation document as the PPP Regulation) which came into force on 14th December 2009 and applies from 14th June 2011. The full text of European Regulation (EC) No 1107/2009 is available at:- http://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=OJ:L:2009:309:0001:0050:EN:PDF
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