Governments are chickening out of protecting the health of citizens by weakening the EU’s Industrial Emissions Directive 
· 10,000 strong member Respiratory Medical Body - the European Respiratory Society -  together with the European Federation of Allergy and Airways Diseases Patients’ Associations (EFA) slam the non-action of the Council of Minster’s on the Industrial emissions Directive (IED)
·  UK, French and Italian governments in particular are accused of  chickening away from their public health responsibilities 
The proposed derogations from requirements in the draft revised IPPC directive on industrial pollution, known as IED, would seriously reduce the health benefits it is supposed to deliver according to the European Respiratory Society. Loopholes, such as the “transitional national plan” and “limited life time derogation” should be removed from the directive, since they will allow many large polluters across Europe to continue avoiding the implementation of best available techniques (BAT) and therefore continue to emit more dangerous pollutants that could be technically avoided.
Millions of people suffer from lung diseases and they account for a significant part of the global chronic disease health burden. They cause almost 20% of all deaths worldwide, and account for a financial burden of over €100 billion in Europe alone, due to health care costs and lost working days. The best control strategy from the standpoint of human health, supported by the scientific evidence to date, is to reduce the levels of all types of air pollutants. 
 “Governments should not chicken out of their responsibility by seeking unnecessary derogations that fly in the face of the EU’s air quality targets. Citizen’s respiratory health can be improved through strong regulation of emissions and reduced levels of pollution; however the current position of the Council would have the opposite effect “according to Brian Ward of the European Respiratory Society. 
The general derogation allowing IPPC installation operators to deviate from best available techniques (BAT) in specific cases, based on local conditions as well as on a cost-benefit analysis does not take into account public health and the environment and is both unjustified and unnecessary. Furthermore, efforts to set minimum emission limit values for certain activities should focus on the most problematic pollutants for public health such as heavy metals and dioxin and furans. Rather than spending years conducting impact assessments to determine where to apply such limits, the EU should use the data that is already available. 
· The ERS and EFA calls for EU legislation that puts an end to the unjustified differences in permit practices in the various EU countries, and states that the possibilities to derogate from strict application of BAT should be completely restricted. 
· We agree with those countries at the Council who oppose the proposed derogations for large combustion plants LCPs and call on them to speak up and not be bullied by governments (some of which are listed above) who wish to forgo the protection of public health not only in their own country but across the EU. 
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