“Temporary MRL’s”, serving interest of trade and not consumers health.

As a result of Regulation 396/2005 Commission is allowed to set “Temporary MRL’s” to speed up the harmonisation in Europe and make life of food traders easier. Already roughly 50% of MRL’s were already standardised, 50% only nationally defined. In total it is about tenth of thousands of individual MRL’s. The “Temporary MRL’s” however are not yet fully evaluated on their health risk. Trade first. 

EFSA got the role of defining these Temporary MRL’s and were allowed to use the highest MRL available anywhere in an European Member State (note, a high MRL gives the lowest consumer protection). They accepted the national MRL’s without checking the dossier for setting this MRL or even if a dossier was available. Many of these MRL’s could be ‘historical’ meaning set without dossier, or no dossier available or nobody present anymore to explain how these MRL’s were set ever. 

EFSA calculated to what level MRL’s could be raised, using the higherst national MRL available,  to just stay below the ARfD and ADI. In the end massively MRL’s were raised 10-100 or even 1000 times. Fi. in Austria 66% of all MRL’s were raised.  Even exceedances of ARfD and ADI were approved by EFSA in case they thought products would be washed or peeled.  Consequently there is no “safety area” anymore for cumulative effects. From a health perspective and using the precautionary principle this raising of standards to the highest possible level can be seen as highly irresponsible.

http://www.efsa.europa.eu/EFSA/efsa_locale-1178620753812_1178620776373.htm
PAN-Europe started a “formal request” to Commission to protest these massive relaxing of food standards, but Commission told we were not allowed to do this request (no stance in court). We however continued and started a case for the European Court in Luxemburg. Court needs to decide if we have a stance (granted in principle by Arhus convention) or not.  

Recent EFSA calculations for MRL’s in a revision programme to go from temporary MRL’s to final MRL’s shows clearly the level of irresponsibility caused by these temporary MRL’s. Based on new science, more reliable data calculations (but still without a cumulative risk assessment!) pesticide residue standards (MRL’s) now massively have to be lowered again.

http://www.efsa.europa.eu/EFSA/efsa_locale-1178620753812_Opinions498.htm
Shown below you can see that actual EU MRL’s are unsafe and have to be made stricter with a factor of 10, 100 or even 800. If this is the case for the 15, this might be the case for many pesticides and many MRL’s which are used now. It is hardly imaginable Commission allowed this enormous risk for consumers by installing temporary MRL’s.

	Active substance 
	Number of MRL’s to be lowered
	Maximum factor lowered MRL

	Methomyl
	38
	50

	Methamidophos
	3
	50

	Fenarimol
	3
	25

	Oxydemeton-methyl
	7
	10

	Pirimiphos-methyl
	14
	100

	Procymidon
	20
	500

	Carbendazim
	8
	5

	Fenamiphos
	11
	5

	Ethephon
	4
	100

	Benfuracarb
	5
	10

	Vinclozolin
	30
	800


Conclusion:  On the moment many tenth of thousands MRL’s in the EU are temporary MRL’s and -highly probable- a large number of them are unsafe. So without taking cumulative risk into account, many MRL’s are already unsafe. The extra risk of cumulative effects adds to that. 

There is an urgent need to speed up the implementation of the provisions in the 2005-Directive and 2009-Regulation to perform cumulative risk assessment from now on. Lessons learned in the past (DES, lead, asbestos, radiation, smoking, etc) are forgotten again. In all these cases action was delayed for decades while enough proof of harm was available, harming the general public unnecessary by waiting for ‘final’ proof.

