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Julyt"2017, Brussels, Belgiun

ToHonorable Vince Chhabria
United States District Court, Northern District of California (S

San Francisco Courthousé&7t@okirdoodom 4
450 Golden Gate AvenueCB8a94 EDO&ncisco,

Dear Judge Chhabria,

We, eleeedbers of the EuropeanePwarilienngetrot,ask for your assiste
helpinginutasngle the scientific arguments surrounding glyphosate
us in our enquiry on the vahidityiohs of the European Food Safe
(EFSA)wdrethtdris herlci@udes cancer in hufmoarnseaslaresd o ut
belowhis irskéwithhe ongoing court case concerning the Roundup/
(Case MDL no. 2741 re Roundup Prodyuansd &raya Lityj Wwriits d ad i oan)

The glyphicsadebatas basamemaiashuge public hegulatorg issue
foEuropmolicy makkeeatedbate on thetbafetyrldfs most used herbi
active subistamge imgth uato ged@mnoand national level and across th:
political spébateruwme mparallacnnd civil siecaésyp actively engdged and ar
wide pethagrbeen siidmdllbgntizembo are calEimrgppeaan decision
makers to ban glyphosate

A very practical reastemtishahiSlé surreentheatioof glyphosate

will expydd Decembeat2bk7laTdet discussion on whether the EU s
authorize glyphosate to be sold ograshwekluacpehre mairkrettific deb:e
whether this herbicide is carmssthigenforoc ihurmdnglly oeriyh e
agenda of the differentiBUamsitdudaironstEer®aelamament, Council a
European Commission)

Aslegislatapng scientistgn weientists and scientific bodies to help
theomplex science and metaboldandpathatawyes U Ehtisnce

Unfortunahedyyntderstanding is not helped by the fact that differ:
reached cootyadootclusiomsarangiderey of glyphtoE@8Re concluded that
glyphosaitrliilsely to be cafrocri rhaugeammSovember 2015 and the Europ
Chemicals Agency (ECHA) concluded that no classification was
respedyivOn the contrary, the WHO s International Agency for R
(I ARC) classified glyphosate as a probabdprcagrdhdgen for huma

As EU legislators relemoslkabilegfor the interesaroch publlec toealth,
have thet meliable, solid and indgpe mdeendt topbeosusre that public
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institutions base their assessments as much aangogpsiblielgn ind.
available rdpeetérom any political or economic interference.

However, after preliminary indestrgsaataonsthairdoifythe EU
agencies assars@mdrnmbdeongasons to believantipatrtEdhaar
beetvtaepeardbn indulsasyed dasa aledientific rreqadrfsom
Monsasbdheir assessment oRegdgphospaicatehtdh ptesticide
industry had advance access to the European Food Safety Authi
glyphos&tteortly before the agency revassedsitrse 20 I6rsthfetworld
most widekyd herbicide, industry representatives were asked to
were even able to edit the documents at the very last minute

Withlthis in mind, we have been foNMIDwimg. Q&4YRio Cadep

Products Liabilitwhdtegatoan jurisdgceiminewetdt. Especimély since
of theasonseudpbrconkbabrethe EU agencissudi®smmdh some
mentioned in theMsmnsahlteod P apresstdliesd spasngarntheburt case

As you khtbpevMonsanto paper revelations showed slbateMonsanto
scientific studies on glyphosate, downpthgmagtitrsbus&d ,tovhich w
scientBdsh EFSA and ECHA made referenceatsé¢kemestudies in
whether glyphosate causWe® maerecde too kmaow. how much these kind
havieeemsed in the balancing of evidence and for that we need
facts on the table.

Our concamERSAassess mavigere further increas% dhmtr mews
EPAXxpert Jess Rowlands, the US dkprsaretop § empaarigmotsiseb | e
collusion with Monsanto, actively intervened in HEDAds glyphos:
informationreascshEE8Aiits decision to discard the conclusions of
(Kumar) showing cancer in mice exposed to glyphosate. Followi
the press and civil societychteatk etd hRRdwdaotdée information before
decided to dibeefJamardy asaloamble. But when requested to provi
documents on how they had actuallycherdibs mME& SAesaddoable
documdntshow

The Monsanto Papers have implications of course that yo well
wider issue of the lack of transparenafy aatithe Ehe'miaas esudns eanr
According to EFSA, the main reason thattcesea nh hpdaedesnot the st
disclosedecause ofttdhhe@rmdedt the commercial intewasetrs of the s

lhttps://corporateeurope.org/efsa/itéed $Qryphowsitmluatdbagdiblication

2https://corporateeufomdgoirgu fored /207 4Rigddedsylyphosate
assessment
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(represented by the Glyphosate Task Force).nbF&WVe arliionglaims
public intierebe information that would .merit its publication

In our view, assessment of potentially harmful substances by E!
fully independentyaadaplsiili¢dies so that they are open to proper
only would this improve the robustness of the assessment, it wc
trust in the important work these agenctéy fdledTh icaisse wleyfowe t|
European Court of Justice, puboadee sto tgpealfulinderlying scientifi
and documents uséd by EFSA

On OctoB®roil the Agriculture Committee and the Committee for
EnvironmfetiteoEuropean Parliament will hold a joint hearing on
and the waygdalureached their congliushosdhearnderepdodhis
important hhearhegbest of ouoradulaieseffectively and understand
credibility to assign to ceotaksntiwdsionsamd EFSAsaweklIE@QBA, a
on tpessible interference Ofelllenisaonhomaking, weorcee seeking
more information

We wautherefore be very grateful, after abogedfeymibch of the fac
provdds access to the depodrtdthhetraenstirapesd caet fod $@wo h g

people: Donna Farmer, David Saltmibas,i dViHi¢iearmn gl,e Ppdaendenkins
along with any accompanying and relevant documents or other e

We would also like to formaklyocandokpindty this letter in the cour

Weook forward to godemaprhyat your disposadlaegfacdtngnayou
seek or questions yoounoeaynimgvehis request.

Yours sincerely.

Bart Stdesdi Hautala, Benedek Javor and Michel Rivasi
Members of the European Parliament

Email

Bart.Staes@ep.europa.eu

Heidi.Hautala@ep.europa.eu

Benedek.Javor@ep.europa.eu

Michel.Rivasi@ep.europa.eu

Shttps://www.gfae@s/en/article/nesbgoreeundy elackftransparency
glyphosate/



