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The European Nanotechnology Trade Alliance



2nd October 2006 

Council for Science and Technology 
Bay 307
1 Victoria Street
London 
SW1H 0ET
Dear Sir/Madam, 
I write as Chief Executive of the European Nanotechnology Trade Alliance (ENTA) which is a newly formed 30 strong membership organisation that is concerned that the appropriate regulatory framework for new nanomaterials is developed at a national and supra-national level.  ENTA was established to provide, on behalf of its members, an integrated programme aimed at promoting the benefits of nanotechnology and mitigating regulatory and reputational risk for the whole industry while supporting all actions that ensure new nanotechnologies are developed in a safe and responsible manner.  

We welcome the opportunity to comment on the Government’s response to the Royal Society and Royal Academy of Engineering jointly published “Nanoscience and nanotechnologies: opportunities and uncertainties” report.  
ENTA’s initial comments:
· Government should support nanotechnology research and development and recognise the business and societal benefits 
· Unnecessary regulation could stifle growth and innovation
· Industry’s voice is needed in all up-coming policy decision-making forums 

· Industry should have continued and substantial contribution to the Government’s stakeholder engagement process 
 

We agree that we must all be responsible custodians of this exciting branch of science and ensure a fair framework which enables the UK to compete effectively on the world stage.  Policy makers must recognise the benefits of nanotechnology, especially as offering sustainable solutions, and that unnecessary regulation could stifle growth and innovation.  

Because ENTA promotes nanotechnology with responsibility, we are also contributing to the Royal Commission on Environmental Pollution, who are undertaking a study on the environmental effects of novel materials and applications, and also encouraging our members to support DEFRA’s voluntary notification scheme. We support the principles of voluntary self-regulation but remain concerned that the approach is risk based, rather than a balance between the benefit and risk of these new technologies. As you will no doubt be aware the global market for nanotechnology is estimated at some £580 billion by 2015.  As more applications are identified, the market will continue to expand. We believe that companies in the UK and across the EU have a great opportunity to develop these innovative technologies to solve some of today’s most pressing challenges – from energy storage and pollution reduction to the improvement of water quality.  
On behalf of ENTA members, and as a representative for the nanotech industry, I would find it very useful to meet and discuss what role your group will play in ensuring a fair framework that enables the UK to compete effectively on the world stage for a share of this important market.

ENTA members such as PsiMedica, who develop nanopourous silicon for drug delivery, Thomas Swan and Co, who manufacture single walled nanotubes for energy storage applications and QinetiQ Nanomaterials, who are studying how to combat bird flu with nanoparticles, are making innovative products and devices which have the potential to greatly benefit society.  They are all taking considerable care to ensure that their activities are managed and monitored in a responsible way.     
ENTA members are working hard to provide consumers with safe and exciting products that are beneficial and meet societal needs and they ensure new nanotechnologies are developed in a safe and responsible manner.  

ENTA’s Comments:
Government’s progress to “make substantial and sustained progress towards building a society that is confident about governance, regulation and use of science and technology”

· ENTA response… The government has made a bold first step in launching its voluntary nanomaterials notification scheme.  If the Government works closely with industry this scheme will likely act as an excellent tool in building a society that is confident about governance, regulation and use of science and technology.
Government’s progress “in broader a discussion and collaboration on an international scene”

· ENTA response… DEFRA has been active on the international scene in terms of working with its counterparts on issues such as regulation and governance, however other parts of government need to ensure that nanotechnology in the UK does not become a closed club.  Continued efforts to ensure UK participation in FP7 must be encouraged and the UK can not been seen as “going it alone” with policies.  New policies should assist with the harmonization of environmental, health, and safety issues related to nanomaterials across the globe. 

Regarding the Government’s progress “in communicating the benefits of nanotechnology”

· ENTA response… The Government agreed with the RS/RAEng Report in that “that many nanotechnologies pose no new health and safety risks.”  More effort must be made by the Government to drive this point home.  

Regarding the Government’s progress “regarding precaution”

· ENTA response… The RS/RAEng carefully considered the case for a moratorium on the development and release to the environment on manufactured nanoparticles or nanotubes. They concluded that this would be an inappropriate response to the challenge posed by the emergence of new nanotechnologies and their applications.  ENTA encourages the Government to continue its dialogue with stakeholders, however unnecessary regulation could stifle growth and innovation in the UK.  All new policies should be evidence based.  
Regarding the Government’s progress “regarding regulation”

· ENTA response… DEFRA has been active in terms of stakeholder engagement.  Continued industry involvement is called for.  
Regarding the Government’s progress “regarding measurement”

· ENTA response… Continued support for the National Physical Laboratory is called for. 
Regarding the Government’s progress “regarding public dialogue”

· ENTA response… Continued dialogue is called for especially to make the Government’s point that “many nanotechnologies pose no new health and safety risks.”  
Regarding Life Cycle Analysis

· ENTA response…  The government will need to ensure a fair system so that companies are able to deliver on their commitments in limiting their footprints on the environment while maintaining an innovation culture.  Industry needs further consultation.  

Regarding Health, Safety and the Environment 
· ENTA response… SniRC and the IoM in Edinburgh are excellent examples of research institutions studying nanotechnology.  The Government should liaise with such groups and regulators need to continue liaising with industry to make sure all policies are receptive to innovation and are evidence based.  

Regarding dialogue with the public 

· ENTA response… The Government will need to continue this activity.  Also the Government will need to be open with its past, present and future decisions as the public will likely request information under the Freedom of Information Act.  It is recommended that all decisions on policy and funding are made transparent to assist in building trust with the general public.   

In conclusion, ENTA represents nanotechnology businesses across Europe and the Governments should support nanotechnology research and development and recognise the business and societal benefits.  Nanotechnology regulation frameworks should not stifle innovation.  ENTA supports the evidence based approach and is committed to liaising with further stakeholder dialogue with the Government. 
[image: image2.jpg]



Del Stark

Chief Executive









































































European Nanotechnology Trade Alliance, 
Garscube Technology Complex, Garscube Estate, 

Bearsden Road,  Glasgow, G61 1QH
www.euronanotrade.com 
info@euronanotrade.com

