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Dear Fergus
CONSIDERATION OF PE812

Thank you for your letter dated 20 May about the above Petition by Caroline Paterson on behalf of “Stirling Before Pylons”, in which you seek further clarification on a number of issues raised at the Committee’s meeting on 19 May 2009.

We take the Committee’s reference to “the inquiry reported” to mean the Beauly to Denny Public Inquiry.  As previously stated, given the role of Scottish Ministers in determining the Beauly to Denny application, it would not be appropriate for Ministers or officials to comment on this matter when the report and all material considerations are currently before Scottish Ministers. Scottish Ministers will make a decision on the application only once they have considered all the evidence thoroughly. A decision on the proposals is expected before the end of 2009.

However the Committee will be interested to note that a copy of the Joint Government Response (from the UK Government, Scottish Government and other devolved administrations) to the Stakeholder Advisory Group on Extremely Low Frequency Electromagnetic Fields (SAGE) was laid in the Scottish Parliament Information Centre on 16 October 2009 and a copy placed on the Scottish Government Website.  This followed SAGE’s  “First Interim Assessment: Powerlines and Property, Wiring in Homes and Electrical Equipment in Homes” .
SAGE made recommendations for relatively low-cost and proportionate action in four key areas. The Scottish Government supports those measures proposed by SAGE on: (i) optimal phasing of high voltage overhead power lines (ii) electrical appliances in homes (iii) household wiring practices; and (iv) the provision of advice to the public on ELF EMF.  
SAGE also put forward an option to introduce a moratorium on building new homes and schools near high voltage power lines and new high voltage power lines near homes and schools.  However SAGE's cost benefit analysis does not support the option of creating corridors around power lines on health grounds. The response therefore reflects the Governments’ agreed view that this additional option would be disproportionate in the light of the evidence base on the potential health risks arising from exposure to ELF EMF, and there are no plans to take forward this action.

The Scottish Government is, however, liaising currently with key stakeholders, including the energy and building industries and COSLA, to consider how the 1998 guidelines of the International Commission on Non-ionising Radiation Protection (ICNIRP) on public exposure to electromagnetic radiation (as specified in EU Recommendation EC/519/1999 and agreed by the UK Government) might be addressed within the Scottish planning system, with regard to proposed developments near high voltage power lines.

Given the uncertainties of the scientific evidence on the health risks associated with EMF Shona Robison, Minister for Public Health and Sport recently wrote to the Health Protection Agency (HPA) asking that they keep under review the possible relationship between childhood leukaemia and other causes of ill health and exposure to EMF/ELF and that they report back any new scientific developments as they emerge. The HPA responded on 22 September confirming that they will keep the health evidence under review and that such work will be made public as soon as possible.  A copy of the Minister’s letter to the Health Protection Agency has been copied to the Committee on Medical Aspects of Radiation in the Environment (COMARE). 

You refer to a recent European Parliamentary resolution which calls for a review of the scientific basis and adequacy of the EMF limits as laid down in Recommendation 1999/519/EC.  This non-legislative resolution (Reference INI/2008/2211 on ‘Health concerns associated with electromagnetic fields’,  ( http://www.europarl.europa.eu/oeil/file.jsp?id=5680652)) focuses mainly on the potential risks from transmitting devices such as mobile phone masts and on concerns about implementation of provisions relating to the use of magnetic resonance imaging, although recommendations 8, 9 and 10 make specific mention of powerlines.    The particular focus of this resolution is on the need for further clarification of the possible health risks and the need for better information to the public. Our response to the SAGE report together with the request for ongoing scrutiny of this area by the HPA seeks to address these issues.
Of particular note also is that the Parliament ‘Urges the Commission to review the scientific basis and adequacy of the EMF limits as laid down in Recommendation 1999/519/EC and report to the Parliament; calls for the review to be undertaken by the Scientific Committee on Emerging and Newly Identified Health Risks’.  This Committee (SCENIHR) has recently published its opinion on the ‘Possible effects of Electromagnetic Fields (EMF) on Human Health’ (http://ec.europa.eu/health/ph_risk/committees/04_scenihr/docs/scenihr_o_007.pdf ) and has followed this (on 6th July 2009) with its opinion on ‘Research needs and methodology to address the remaining knowledge gaps on the potential health effects of EMF’ (http://ec.europa.eu/health/ph_risk/committees/04_scenihr/docs/scenihr_o_024.pdf) .  The Scottish Government welcomes this recommendation for the continuation of the SCENIHR’s work in this area
Turning to the written statement by Christopher Harvie MSP, the points raised therein relate mainly to the European Parliamentary resolution referred to above, and to the diligence of the HPA in maintaining an overview of related research findings.  With regard to these issues, we can only reiterate the points made above and our confidence in the diligence, expertise, and independence of the HPA in reviewing and advising on the totality of the available scientific evidence.

The points made by Dr Simpson appear to reflect similar concerns, and again, we would point to the information above.  Dr Simpson refers also to the need for application of the ‘precautionary principle’ and I would again point to our response to the SAGE report which expresses our commitment to adoption of the precautionary measures recommended.

I hope that this addresses the points raised to the Committee’s satisfaction.

Yours sincerely
   Mike Palmer
MIKE PALMER
	St Andrew’s House, Regent Road, Edinburgh  EH1 3DG
www.scotland.gov.uk
	 



