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CALL TO ACTION

against the decision of the European Commission renewing the

approval of glyphosate 

The standing committee on Plants, Animals, Food and Feed (PAFF) has recently approved

the proposal of the European Commission for an implementing regulation renewing the 

approval of the active substance glyphosate for a period of five years.

Only few days before approval (October 17, 2017), the Environment Committee MEPs (39 

votes to 9) called for a full ban of glyphosate in the EU by December 2020 and immediate 

restrictions on its use.

The Commission reached its decision taking into account the conclusions reached by the 

European Food Safety Authority (EFSA) and the European Chemicals Agency (ECHA), 

disregarding the IARC findings.

At variance with the IARC, EFSA and ECHA considered toxicological studies provided by 

industry and not published or accepted for publication in the international scientific 

literature.

An editorial by a wide group of International authoritative Scientists, published on March 

20161, strongly supported the IARC statement about glyphosate as a “probable human 

carcinogen” and criticized the conclusions by EFSA. 

According to the cited report1 EFSA:

­ “classified the human evidence as ‘very limited’ and then dismissed any association

of glyphosate with cancer without clear explanation or justification.
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­ Ignoring established guidelines cited in their report, EFSA dismissed evidence of 

renal tumours in three mouse studies, hemangiosarcoma in two mouse studies and

malignant lymphoma in two mouse studies. Thus, EFSA incorrectly discarded all 

findings of glyphosate-induced cancer in animals as chance occurrences.
­ EFSA ignored important laboratory and human mechanistic evidence of 

genotoxicity.
­ EFSA confirmed that glyphosate induces oxidative stress but then, having 

dismissed all other findings of possible carcinogenicity, dismissed this finding on the

grounds that oxidative stress alone is not sufficient for carcinogen labeling”.

Besides the effects of glyphosate on cancer risk, strong evidences point to the fact that 

glyphosate induces environmental damages (also acknowledged by the implementing 

regulation) and other harmful non-oncologic effects on human and animal health. The only 

topic currently under discussion is the precise extent of these risks.

The oxidative stress induced by glyphosate-based herbicides (also acknowledged by 

EFSA) generates non-cancerous toxic effects also at low doses, mainly in terms of 

endocrine-disrupting2, hepato-renal and metabolic alterations3, 4. The environmental and 

health toxicity of glyphosate is also secondary to co-formulants present in commercial 

formulations (mainly polyethoxylated tallow amine, POEA) 2, 4-9, also at concentrations well 

below the agricultural dilution of 1%2. 

Also in the presence of (few) residual uncertainties in terms of carcinogenicity, 

underestimating the relevance of available results from in vitro and animal models is not 

ethically acceptable since, as has been observed reasoning in terms of primary 

prevention, it “is equivalent to accepting that a potential hazardous effect of an 

environmental agent can be assessed only a posteriori, after the agent has had time to 

cause its harmful effects”10. Results already available are sufficient at least to invoke the 

respect of the precautionary principle11, 12, also considering the large number of subjects 

involved and classifiable as “vulnerable”13, and possible interactions between multiple and 

heterogeneous exposures, overcoming the single-pollutant approach with the 

measurement of the absorbed internal dose of multiple pollutants (the concept of 

exposome14).
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In our opinion, and according to scientific available evidences, the implementing regulation

renewing glyphosate use for another five years fails to ensure a high level of protection of 

both human and animal health and the environment, and does not respect the 

precautionary principle.

The main reasons to annul the decision by the Commission are well and clearly explained 

in a recent report by Prof. Olivier De Schutter (available at the link http://extranet.greens-

efa-service.eu/public/media/file/1/5422), who served as the United Nations Special 

Rapporteur on the right to food from 2008 to 2014.

The nine member States that voted against the proposal (Belgium, Greece, France, 

Croatia, Italy, Cyprus, Luxembourg, Malta, Austria) should rapidly act to reach an 

annulment of the implementing regulation, challenging before the Court of Justice of the 

European Union.
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