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WECF is an International Network 
 
150 member organisations in 50 countries 
 
Offices in 
the Netherlands, Germany, France and Georgia 
 

3 areas of expertise 
• Capacity building 
• Policy advocacy 
• Outreach campaigns 

 
• UNEP partner, Co-lead Woman Major Group  
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Chemical Projects going on /recently 
finalised 

• Sustainable Chemistry from NGO Perspective (global) 

• BRS- Gender Action Plan pilot projects Nigeria & Indonesia 

• REACH &33: Opportunity for baby & children product sector (NL) 

• Nesting: training & website toxic-free children environment (Fr) 

• NEHAP: training & publications (Fr) 

• SAICM: Beyond 2020 (global) 

• SAICM: Innovation non-chemical technologies (Western-Balkans) 
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Example 3rd NEHAP (2015-2019)  

 Elaboration:  
WG, position papers, public consultation 
 
Implementation:  
 Working Groups 
Exposome concept 
Multi-stakeholders WG 
 
 Training & information 
dedicated working group 
National Research Programme on EDCs (PNRPE) 
 
 Research & expertise  
8 substances assessed/year 
WG on EDCs testing methodology  
Participation in Anses committees (H&E orientation committee) 
 
 Prevention of population’s exposures 
BPA in receipts voluntary substitution 
strengthen EDCs tests in consumer products 
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EDC-Free coalition   

Building coalitions 
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• “From a public health perspective, the 
real added value and potential 
success story of the HBM4EU project 
will rest in its ability to provide 
comparable data to answer policy 
questions and trigger new regulations 
to reduce people’s exposure, 
especially those most vulnerable.”   
 

• Génon K. Jensen, Executive Director 
of the Health and Environment 
Alliance (HEAL) featured in HBM4EU 
March 2018 Newsletter  
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Opportunities of the HBM4EU 

• Hazardous substances and related HBM are explored - 
delivering of scoping documents of prioritized substances 

• The HBM4EU gives a boost for new developments, new 
models  on risk assessments for suspect substances and 
exposomes 

• Analyses methods are harmonised   

• A common database with HBM results will be made available 
and accessible 
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Opportunities of the HBM4EU 

• Linking independent research to a preventive policy, 
protecting consumers and workers  for hazardous substances 
in their daily life 

• Raise awareness on harmful substances in our daily life and 
their relation with health impacts: factsheets 
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Reflections on HBM4EU 

The project is complex and challenging: it is a mammoth 
project. 

This makes it difficult for NGOs to get insight and to give input. 

Who keeps the overall overview on activities and outputs of  
all WP, on a safe and reliable data management? 

How are the results translated into actions and policies on 
national and international level? 
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FIGO: International Federation of 
Gynecologists and Obstetrics 

: 
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International Doctor’s Statement on 
Chemicals – Oct 2015 
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Challenges 

The prioritised substances have evidence or are  suspected 
carcinogens, repro-toxic compounds or hormone disrupters 

• For a risk assessment the scientists will depend on models and 
face many uncertainties 

•  Is the dose-effect relationship known for all substances? 

• Is there a safe dose for persistent and bio-accumulative toxic 
substances and endocrine disrupters? 

• Is there a safe doses for hazardous mixtures and their 
metabolites? 

• How can consumers and workers  health be protected being 
exposed to a daily varying mixtures of toxics? -> ILO study: every 
30 seconds a worker dies from exposure the pollutants. 
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 Reflections  

Something went wrong within the industry and the authorising institutions 
 

• Public concern about chemicals in our daily life has increased 

• Active substances are authorised e.g. for plant protection, however after 10 or 20 years 
there is evidence that the substance have extremely negative effect on the environment  

• Research shows evidence of several hormone related health impacts: decreased fertility, 
increased rate of breast and prostate cancer, obesities, neurotoxic effects, etc. 

 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Source: Ferlay at al. 2013. Cancer incidence and mortality patterns in Europe. Estimates for 40 countries in 2012. European Journal of Cancer 
 
 

Not only human are affected by the current industrial environment – even the mass and 
diversity of insects declined with 75% during the last 25 years (monitoring results from 
Germany and Netherlands). 
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Reflections 

 

Something went wrong within the industry and the authorising institutions 

 

• Annual economic costs of EDCs: some estimates up to € 200 – 300 billion in EU 
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Report of the Special Rapporteur on the right to food  
Human Rights Council Thirty-fourth session, 27 February-24 March 2017 : 
 
Reliance on hazardous pesticides is a short-term solution that undermines the rights to 
adequate food and health for present and future generations.  
While scientific research confirms the adverse effects of pesticides, proving a definitive 
link between exposure and human diseases or conditions, or harm to the ecosystem 
presents a considerable challenge.  
This challenge has been exacerbated by a systematic denial, fuelled by the pesticide 
and agroindustry, of the magnitude of the damage inflicted by these chemicals, and 
aggressive, unethical marketing tactics remain unchallenged.  



Reflections 

How will the project ensure that political actions are undertaken? 

• We know already that for example Phthalates, BPA, Per- and 
polyfluorinated compounds, numerous pesticides have harmful health 
impacts 

• Still those substances are intentionally or un-intentionally 
contaminating consumer products and enter our bodies via food, 
inhalation or skin contact 

• Their substitutes often have similar health risks 

• Experiences in the past did not confirm the safety of chemical products 
as indicated by the producer 

• Hence independent science and urgent political actions are required to 
face out harmful substances in consumer products. 
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Our requests 

• The HBM4EU project should go beyond the focus on a quantity of 
reports to prioritizing substances and urgent policy measures 

• The HBM4EU should not be considered as an early warning tool but 
rather as a late warning tool.  

• The scoping documents and factsheets on the prioritised substances 
should be translated into the EU languages and disseminated. 

• The result of this project should be a tool for urgent policy action based 
on the precautionary principle:  

 - promote non-hazardous and non-chemical safer alternatives 

 - phase-out hazardous chemicals in our daily food and in consumer products. 

- ensure transparency and social & environmental responsibility 
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• Following the process of the HBM4EU project 

• Raising awareness on the project within our civil society networks 
Disseminating scoping documents and factsheets 

• Policy advocacy at all levels for the precautionary approach to 
hazardous substances and suspected hazardous chemicals  
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 What can we do? 



 

 

Thank you for your kind attention 
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