EU-CITIZENS BEHIND A POLITICAL CLAIM

A collection of signatures has started on internet. In 10 languages environmentalists urge the authorities in the EU to withdraw a report

By Ulla Danielsen, journalist

Citizens in Europe claim with a collection of signatures across borders an official report from the EU to be withdrawn.

The writers of the disputed report are accused of having a close relationship with the dental industry. Therefore their message is coloured, when they in the report maintain, that amalgam containing mercury poses no healthrisks, the environmentalists point out.

 The conclusions of the pro-amalgam report have been communicated through a global newsmedia. Also for instance the danish Dentist’s Journal has quoted the conclusions of the EU-report saying, that amalgam is safe.

 The protest of the EU-citizens concern the so-called SCHENIHR-report, which is about the safety of dental amalgam.

 The committee behind the report consists of seven members. In this group four of them are dentists, and they have all declared, that they have connections with the dental industry.

 However, the leader of the group, professor D.F. Williams from Great Britain, whose CV is available on internet, can probably neither declare to be without connections to the dental industry,  assumes medical doctor Helge Volkmann, Copenhagen, who have studied the SCHENIHR-report.

Helge Volkmann is a member of the international forum, which these days with a collection of signatures want to put pressure on the authorities of EU to withdraw the report.

 The collection of signatures takes place on initiative of the environmental organization AKUT based in Luxembourg.

 “We have experienced, that the public health systems in the EU-countries haven’t dedicated themselves to acquiring a competent knowledge about diagnostics and treatment of amalgam- and mercury poisoning, the environmentalists write on AKUT’s homepage.

 They point out, that the writers of the report in question neither have “competent medical knowledge” as it is expressed or have mercury-poisoned patients in treatment. “We protest against the content and the conclusions in the EU-report”, writes AKUT among other things on their homepage, and they not only ask for a withdrawal of the report, but also for a new report to be written by a group of independent and competent persons.

 The collection of signatures on AKUT’s homepage takes place respectively, in a French, English,

German, Danish, Norwegian, Swedish, Dutch, Italian, Portuguese and Spanish version.

Furthermore nine named experts, who are either medical doctors or researchers from respectively Sweden, Germany, France, Norway, USA and Denmark, have complained to the EU-authorities about the SCHENIHR-report’s conclusions and quality.

 SCHENIHR is an abbreviation for “Scientific Committee on Emerging and Newly Identified Health Risks: “The safety of dental amalgam and alternative dental restoration materials for patients and users”.
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SIDEBAR:

EU-REPORT SILENT ABOUT

RESULTS FROM AUTOPSIES

An EU-report is being criticised for what it does not mention and for being 30 years behind current science

The so-called SCHENIHR-report whitewashes the mercury containing dental amalgam from healthrisks, and one of nine plaintiffs to the EU, the medical doctor Joachim Mutter from the University Hospital of Freiburg in Germany, wonders, why the writers of the report fail to mention the results from autopsies.

 “Dental amalgam is without comparison the main source of the total human mercury burden”. That has been proven through many autopsy studies. Here has been found 2-12 times more mercury in body tissues from individuals with mercury.

Studies of autopsies are the most important and most valuable concerning investigations of mercury burden caused by amalgam. It is difficult to explain, why exactly the SCHENIHR-report does not refer to results from autopsies” writes the german medical doctor in his complain.

 Lecturer Mats Hanson, Sweden, expresses an equal wondering about the SCHENIHR-report, “which make itself more noticeably for what is left out than for what it contains”.

“The report does not reflect current knowledge about mercury and amalgam and seems to be 30 years behind in time. It seems to reflect wishful thinking of the industries and the dentist schools” writes Mats Hanson.

 The british professor D.F. Williams and his six co-writers to the SCHENIHR-report on their side recommend the EU-authorities to refrain from initiating further research concerning the safety of dental amalgam.

 In accordance with the points of view expressed in the report they “don’t see any advantages” in further research, they write.           

