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He was born on 16 April 1945 in a small village in West Hungary. A few years
later the family moved to the Eastern part of the country, where he attended his
schools.
He was graduated from the University of Debrecen in June 1968 with a
chemist’s degree. He was given a job at a pharmaceutical company in Budapest
(EGIS Rt, which is now one of the world’s 25 leading generics manufacturers),
where his occupied positions relating to the manufacturing of active ingredients
and intermediates for drugs, research and development and the organisation of
these activities. 
With eight years’ experience in industry, he was appointed as of 1 August 1976
to senior engineer for the insecticide industry at the ministry controlling the
chemical industry. In that period, insecticide manufacturing saw a major upturn
in Hungary, as a result of credit allowances granted by the state and interstate
agreements securing markets. He was actively engaged in this process and the
coordination of development research and the preparation of contracts.
(Manufacturing firms and research facilities were all owned by the state at that
time.) By the end of this period, Hungary had become the 20th-22nd insecticide
manufacturer in the world.
Having recognised the importance of economic trends, he earned an economic
engineer’s qualification  at the Budapest University of Technology.
From June 1987 to December 1989, he worked as director of NEVIKI, the then
largest chemical research institute of Hungary based in Veszprém. Here, work
focussed on the synthesis and impact of original, biologically active molecules.
The research institute had completed the development of the largest testing base
in plant biology and toxicology in Central and Eastern Europe by that time. Its
equipment and rules complied with the Western European norms which were in
force at that time.
In December 1989 he was asked to return to the Ministry as head of the
Department for Chemical Industry to fill a vacancy due to retirement. Amidst
the radical changes beginning at that time, this Department was primarily
responsible for ensuring the smooth flow of materials in the chemical industry
and for ensuring that the progressing privatisation process cannot influence the
operation of and the jobs provided by factories. In Hungary, the transition of the
chemical industry ran smoothly, without closing down factories and causing
major lay-offs. Over these years, the Ministry organisation structure was
changed a few times, but the task remained largely the same. (in the meantime,
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between 2000 and 2002, he was invited to lead the Department for Environment;
this was also the time of closing the environmental chapter of the accession
negotiations.)
Since July 2002, he has been head of the Department for Chemical Industry and
Metallurgical Industry. It should be noted that  the chemical industry is the third
largest industry in Hungary giving  9.5% of the total GDP.
Since the first version of REACH in the summer of 2003, the activity relating to
it has become a crucial part of his daily work. He coordinates and manages the
expert group composed of the delegates of the ministries of economy,
environment end health, industrial associations and environmental civil
organisations, whose task is to elaborate the agreed Hungarian position
concerning REACH as a whole and its details.  In his presentation delivered to
the committees of the European Parliament on 19 January 2005, he is going to
present an agreed Hungarian position.
He is married and has one daughter, who is a qualified economist.
He has never been member of any political party.

Budapest, December 2004.
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Name: Gian Marco Currado
Organisation: Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs, UK
Nationality: Italian
Date of Birth: 8 April 1974

Gian Marco Currado currently works as a policy advisor for the REACH team in
the Chemicals and GM policy division at the UK Department for Environment,
Food and Rural Affairs (Defra). Defra is the lead department in the UK on the
REACH negotiations. Working closely with other Government departments,
Defra is responsible for the UK negotiating position on REACH.

Before working at Defra, Gian Marco was a Senior Chemicals Assessment Scientist at the

Environment Agency where he gained experience of environmental hazard and risk assessment of

industrial chemicals under the new and existing substances regimes. He was responsible for co-

ordinating the UK input into EU environmental classification and labelling discussions and also worked

on developing emission scenario documents at OECD-level.

Gian Marco is an environmental chemist by training, having completed a PhD on human exposure to

persistent organic pollutants, particularly PCBs, at the University of Birmingham.
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European Parliament Hearing on REACH – 19 January 2005

Rationale for the UK and Hungarian proposal ‘one substance, one
registration’

OSOR would provide an efficient and proportionate approach to the registration of 30,000 substances
under REACH as it would:

• maximise the sharing of existing data;
• reduce the workload and simplify the system for industry and authorities;
• aid rapid decision making and improve communication of information about chemicals

through the use of one registered data package per substance;
• create a level playing field for all registrants.

We consider that the potential benefits of our proposal will be significant. This is in terms of both cost
savings to industry and the authorities, as well as improvements to protection of health and the
environment resulting from a comprehensive and coherent data package for each substance. We have
carried out further detailed analysis of the costs to industry and the authorities of OSOR and compared
these figures to the Commission’s impact assessment.

The results indicate that in all cases the total costs to industry as well as the cost to the
authorities will be lower if OSOR is adopted.

We estimate that overall, the total cost of implementing REACH to EU industry
and the authorities will be reduced by at least €77 million compared to the
Commission impact assessment if ‘one substance, one registration’ is
adopted. This figure could be as high as €631 million (or 24%).

The benefits to industry arise mainly from the guarantee that data from non-animal tests will be shared
and that other registration costs will be lowered by joint submission of aspects of the registration
dossier. It is important to note that the potential costs of working together (e.g. formation of a
consortium) have been included in the estimates. Savings for the authorities arise mainly from the
reduced workload expected as a consequence of a reduction in the amount of duplicate information
submitted at registration.

We consider that our proposal is legally compatible with international and EU
obligations such as the WTO Agreements and the European Convention on
Human Rights.  This view is supported by the Council Legal Service in its
written opinion of 15th November.  We consider that there is a strong interest in
ensuring that manufacturers and importers have coherent, complete and reliable
information at their disposal in order to meet those objectives. In addition, we
consider that the proposal is compatible with EC competition law.

http://www.europarl.eu.int/comparl/envi/reach/presentations/osor.pdf

