
Business & Human Rights Resource Centre invited Syngenta to comment on the following article: 

 https://www.publiceye.ch/en/media-corner/press-releases/detail/toxic-exports-a-syngenta-
pesticide-banned-in-switzerland-pollutes-drinking-water-in-brazil 

Syngenta sent the following response, dated 20 January 2020: 

 

General Statement 

At Syngenta protecting health and the environment is of paramount importance to us. 
Crop Protection products are among the most highly regulated worldwide. Our products are governed 
by regulatory agencies around the world to ensure the highest levels of safety for farmers, consumers 
and the environment. We stand by the safety of our products and the role they play in protecting food 
quality and safety.  We respect all international, national and local laws, and take our obligations as a 
large global business seriously. We implement comprehensive stewardship measures around the 
world. 

The Brazilian regulatory system is among the most rigorous in the world. Several environmental 
agencies have to give the green light before a product is authorized and allowed to be used. Our 
products cannot be marketed in a country without approval by the authorities there. 

An average product requires $250m in investment and 10 plus years in development and regulatory 
review – around one third of this is spent on ensuring product safety.   The registered use of products 
varies by country depending on: the types of crops grown; the types of pests and diseases present; as 
well as the soil and weather conditions in each country. Therefore, you will find some crop 
protection products in use in Brazil that you would not need in other countries. 

Syngenta is headquartered in Switzerland, which is one of Syngenta’s international hubs for the 
formulation of new products and is the location for an important R&D-Center. Therefore, small 
amounts mentioned by Public Eye will be imported and re-exported for R&D reasons. We chose to 
manufacture products in locations where we find the best conditions for manufacturing: high quality 
work force and availability of the needed safety equipment. Switzerland with its well-educated people 
and high safety standards is a good location for manufacturing and we are commitment to continue 
to invest in it. 

Agricultural innovation has resulted in huge gains in yields and reduced environmental impact. 
Overall yields across all crops have increased from just under 4 t/ha in 1960 to just over 6 t/ha today 
– an increase of around 60%. This has helped to increase production to meet demand from a growing 
population without a significant increase in arable land cultivation. 

Additional information 
Syngenta and its products were not responsible for the tragedy that occurred in India in 2017, though 
this does not lessen the fact that Syngenta strongly feels for the victims of the tragedy and their 
families. Syngenta has repeatedly requested Public Eye Public to correct the false acquisitions in their 
reports. The report by the Swiss authorities mentioned in Public Eye’s report only cross-refers to Public 
Eye reports and newspaper articles referring to Public Eye press releases and can therefore not be 
seen as a neutral source of information. The report of the neutral responsible Special Investigation 
Team set up by the local Indian government found that the active substance (Monocrotophos) was 
identified as one of the main factors in the poisoning. This active ingredient is not related to Syngenta 
at all. This can be seen in the SIT report as well as many newspaper articles (e.g. 
https://www.thehindu.com/news/national/yavatmal-pesticide-deaths-sit-blames-farmers-for-
negligence/article22537139.ece). 
The UN Special Rapporteur, Mr Baskut Tuncat does not officially represent the opinion of the Human 
Rights Council who elected him. His mandate includes the right to produce an annual report to the 
Human Rights Council who acknowledges the report. Same applies for the mentioned joint expert 
group of WHO and FAO on pesticide residues: This is an expert ad hoc body administered jointly by 
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FAO and WHO, it is an advising expert body and does not represent the opinion of WHO or FAO as 
such. The Pesticide Action Network (PAN) is a private NGO and therefore any statement or list from 
this NGO has no national or international binding effect. 
The fact that Syngenta holds a specific market share for crop protection products overall does not 
mean that Syngenta holds a specific market share for a specific active ingredient like Profenofos. If 
Syngenta holds a specific market share for a product globally, this does not mean that this market 
share is correct for a specific country. Therefore, these kinds of calculations are speculative and not 
credible. And to derive a liability for stipulated water pollution from a calculated market share means 
to construct a causal relationship from a correlation that bears no resemblance to reality. 

 


