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NOTICE TO MEMBERS

Subject: Petition 1259/2007 by Regina Nowack (German), on behalf of 
Selbsthilfegruppe Amalgam (Dental Amalgam Self-help Group), with 141 
signatures, on the EU’s strategy on mercury amalgam, particularly the 
appointment of members of the EU’s scientific committees

1. Summary of petition

The scientific committees SCHER and SCENIHR advise the Commission on the EU’s 
strategy on the use of mercury in industry and dentistry. The petitioner has doubts about the 
integrity, objectiveness and scientific qualifications of a member of these committees and 
suspects a conflict of interests. She wonders whether the Commission has carried out the 
proper procedures for the recruitment and appointment of the person in question or whether 
the said person was not merely appointed at the recommendation of a third party. The 
petitioner also claims that there are queries concerning other members, and therefore asks for 
a democratic check on all members of the SCHER and SCENIHR committees. She also 
wonders whether the opinions issued by these committees/experts and the EU policy based on 
them can still be trusted. She considers that there have been fundamental defects in examining 
the independence of experts and considers it necessary to intensify the examination 
procedures. 

2. Admissibility

Declared admissible on 29 April 2008. Information requested from Commission under Rule 
192(4).

3. Commission reply, received on 26 September 2008.

The Commission services have already replied to the petitioner who formulated identical 
grievances in his letter of 19 November 2007 to President Barroso.
The petition is motivated by concerns that decisions on the management of possible health 
risks posed by mercury in dental amalgams might be biased by distorted scientific advice 
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provided by the Commission Scientific Committees.

In particular, the petitioner has doubts about the integrity, objectiveness and scientific 
qualifications of a member of these committees and suspects a conflict of interests. Moreover, 
the petitioner wonders whether the Commission has carried out the proper procedures for
appointing some members of SCHER and SCENIHR committees. 

On 22 January 2008, the Commission replied to the letter of the petitioner stating that in its 
investigation of the allegations brought forth by the petitioner against Prof. Greim, the 
Commission found no evidence of misconduct, lack of objectivity or lack of competence on 
the part of Prof. Greim.

The Commission therefore refers the petitioner to its reply of 22 January 2008.


