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NOTICE TO MEMBERS

Subject: Petition 0781/2007 by Rosita Sweetman (Irish), on contamination with the 
carcinogenic pesticide, Lindane, as result of the activity of the Irish State 
Forestry body, Coillte

1. Summary of petition

The petitioner accuses the Irish State Forestry body, Coillte, of having spread carcinogenic 
pesticides on the plantations of Sitka Spruce trees which surrounds her property situated in 
West Wicklow (Ireland). According to the petitioner both her and her two children have been 
contaminated with Lindane and been found suffering from accelerated cell degeneration, 
chronic fatigue syndrome (CFS), multiple chemical sensitivity and severe neurological 
damage. The petitioner claims that Coillte is exempted from the Freedom of Information Act 
by special derogation from the Minister of Finance and, therefore she has been denied 
information on the pesticides used. The petitioner maintains that Coillite benefits from EU 
funding to finance its activities and asks the European Parliament to investigate whether such 
funds were used for buying carcinogenic pesticides.

2. Admissibility

Declared admissible on 8 January 2008. Information requested from Commission under Rule 
192(4).

3. Commission reply, received on 10 June 2008.

The petition refers to the long-term use of lindane in forests in Ireland, and, more particularly, 
around the petitioner's property in West Wicklow.
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Lindane is an organochlorine insecticide that is classified by the World Health Organisation 
as moderately hazardous. Lindane is listed under Regulation 850/2004/EC, that specifies that 
Member States could allow the use of lindane for professional remedial and industrial 
treatment of lumber, timber and logs, as well as indoor industrial and residential applications 
until September 2006; and the use of technical HCH as an intermediate in chemical 
manufacturing and the restriction of products containing at least 99% of the HCH gamma 
isomer for use as public health and veterinary topical insecticide until December 31, 2007. 
Therefore, lindane is now completely banned in the EU.

The authorisation of the use of lindane as a plant protection product was at the discretion of 
the Member States until the adoption of Commission Decision 2000/801/EC of 20 December 
2000 concerning the non-inclusion of lindane in Annex I to Council Directive 91/414/EEC1

and the withdrawal of authorisations for plant-protection products containing this active 
substance. This decision established that any authorisation of lindane as a plant protection 
product granted by Member States had to be withdrawn by 20 June 2001. However, Member
States were allowed to grant a period of grace of maximum 12 months after this date to use up 
existing stocks. Before the establishment of Commission Decision 2000/801/EC, Member 
States had the freedom to authorise the use of lindane as a plant protection product for use in 
their territory. Directive 91/414/EEC does not require that neighbours are informed of 
spraying.

The petitioner suggests that the use of lindane near her home ceased in 2001, therefore, within 
the legal timing for the end of authorisation of lindane.

In addition to the authorisation framework for plant protection products, in order to reduce the 
risks to human health and the environment from the use of pesticides, the European 
Commission has adopted a Thematic Strategy on the sustainable use of pesticides. Its main 
objectives are:
(a) to minimise the hazards and risks to health and environment from the use of 

pesticides;
(b) to improve controls on the use and distribution of pesticides;
(c) to reduce the levels of harmful active substances placed on the market, including 

through substituting the most dangerous with safer (including non-chemical) 
alternatives;

(d) to encourage low-input or pesticide-free cultivation, among others through raising 
users’ awareness, promoting the use of codes of good practices and promoting 
consideration of the possible application of financial instruments;

The legislative instruments proposed by the European Commission to achieve these objectives 
are currently under discussion in the European Parliament and in the Council. The Thematic 
Strategy is, consequently, not directly relevant to the timing described in the petition.

Moreover, the Commission Proposal replacing Directive 91/414/EEC on the placing on the 
market of plant protection products provides that for certain such products, the Member States 
may include in the authorisation the obligation to inform, before the product is used, any 

                                               
1 Council Directive on Plant Protection Products, OJ L 230, 19.8.1991, p. 1-32
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neighbours who could be exposed to the spray drift and who have requested to be informed.

Ireland has received Community support for operations relating to afforestation and for 
investments in the improvement of woodlands under rural development policy.  It is not 
excluded that the use of legally approved plant protection products has been supported in this 
context. The Commission does not, however, systematically receive such detailed information 
on the content of co-financed forestry operations which are included in programmes approved 
under Community legal provisions, but whose detailed implementation is undertaken under 
the responsibility of national authorities.

The Commission is aware that Community support for afforestation was granted to Coillte 
under Council Regulation (EEC) 2080/92 instituting a Community aid scheme for forestry 
measures in agriculture. In the programming period which followed (2000-06) afforestation of 
land owned by state-owned companies such as Coillte was ineligible for Community support 
under Council Regulation (EC)1257/1999 on support for rural development from the 
European Agricultural Guidance and Guarantee Fund.

Conclusions

Given the timing of the spraying of lindane as set out by the petitioner, there is no evidence of 
an infringement of Community legislation.


