
                                                           
1 Article 4 of Law n° 2013-316 of April 16, 2013 on the independence of health and environmental expertise and the protection of 
whistleblowers. See at the end of this note a summary of the mandate of the cnDAspe 
2 Anses (France), Nébih [National Food Chain Safety Office, Hungary], Ctgb [Board for the Authorisation of Plant Protection 
Products and Biocides, The Netherlands] and KEMI [Sweden Agency for chemical products], 
3 BfR, German Federal Institute for Risk Assessment 

 

https://www.alerte-sante-environnement-deontologie.fr/deontologie-et-alertes-en-sante-publique-et-environnement/actualites/article/autorisation-de-mise-sur-le-marche-des-pesticides-la-cndaspe-recommande-d


 

                                                           
4 https://www.efsa.europa.eu/sites/default/files/corporate_publications/files/competing_interest_management_17.pdf 
5 https://www.oecd.org/chemicalsafety/testing/oecdguidelinesforthetestingofchemicals.htm 

https://www.alerte-sante-environnement-deontologie.fr/
https://www.efsa.europa.eu/sites/default/files/corporate_publications/files/competing_interest_management_17.pdf
https://www.oecd.org/chemicalsafety/testing/oecdguidelinesforthetestingofchemicals.htm
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6 OECD Working group of National coordinators of the Test guidelines programme (WNT) 



 



 

 

 

 



                                                           
7 Among them, five carried out the health and environmental risk assessment in the context of the approval of glyphosate in 

Europe (2017-2022) 
8 Answers were received from the following authorities : KEMI (Sweden), Nébih (Hungary), Ctbg (The Netherlands), BfR 
(Germany), Anses (France) and EFSA; when this document was posted, the other authorities had not answered. KEMI stated 
that ‘We have no comments on the results presented for KEMI’. The answer by Nébih provided some information that had not 
been found on its website. Ctbg clarified several points and underlines the difference between its scientific personel which 
undertakes the evaluations and its Board that takes the decisions relative to marketing authorisations. BfR puts forward that its 
activities of risk assessment are exclusively performed by its employees, who are often civil servants, with no assistance or 
external advice ; also, its funding sources exclude contributions from trade or industry. Anses and EFSA provided clarifications 
and corrective information. 
9 This OECD programme is, along with definition of the « Good laboratory practices », one of the pillars of the mutual data 

recognition system that applies to all its member countries. The European agencies EFSA and ECHA rely on these technical 

guides for the assessment of the risks associated with chemical substances, in particular pesticides. Similarly, the national 

authorities competent to issue marketing authorizations for pesticides. 

 

https://www.oecd.org/chemicalsafety/risk-assessment/hazard-assessment.htm
https://www.oecd.org/env/ehs/risk-assessment/exposureassessment.htm
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