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Trial at highest (Federal) Administrative Court in Leipzig, Germany

Aloha tattoo forbidden by Bavarian Police 🍺 (2020)



Latest Lord of the Lost video (Nov. 2021)





Conference 2021
Quotes f/ Nov 18 & 19

Tanja Schwedtle: "scientifically based risk assessment", "based on scientific data"

Helmut Tschiersky: "close cooperation", "tattoo artists are important source for information", "solid scientific base"

Ole Wittmann: "virtually no risk when tattooed with professional inks", "hardly any allergies", "unlike tattoo you can choose if you get 
hayfever or not", "no evidence for harmfulness of tattoo colours"


Wolfgang Bäumler: "large data lacks", "medieval map"

Sebastiaan van der Bent: "red (!) most often", "hardly any blue / red complications", "no worsening under UV / sun"

Nicolas Kluger: "cancer coincidental", "possible carciogenics not in inks but after laser", "tattoos protect (!) of melanoma (!)", melanoma 
cases: "peanuts, nothing", "red can be UV problem", "dose exposure low", "toxicological studies not backed up by clinical data"


70% of viewers of BfR tattoo conference 2021 think tattooing ist safe or very safe 

Jorgen Serup:  "Back to middle ages", "REACH causes loss of safety and safety", "sad story"

Milena Förster:  "Today's cancer data not representative"

Linda Katz:  "Adverse events go down", "mostly permanent make-up"

Franz Fiala:  "Process... how it should not be done", "extremely strange", "fundamentally flawed", "departure of REACH procedures as we 
knew them", "regularory monster that does not deliver", "no postitive lists in REACH", "thousands of substances: cannot be enforced"

Urs Hauri:  "No positive list, therefore chlorination in subsitute colours not forbidden", "I don't think it makes tattoo colours safer", "six 
substances: no reference substances"

Birgit Gutsche:  "Aldehyde levels not avoidable; REACH restrictions can technically not be matched; traces 'technical'"

Veit Houben:  "Nobody in the world is able to test the substances prohibited by REACH"; "REACH colors are not safe", "all reference 
substances in basement & methods validated etc."; "Glycerol p.a. contains too much preservative for REACH"; "insane"; "iron oxide is 
indirectly banned" 



Conference 2021

No ban necessary 
under any (!) 
point of view



🤗



🤗BUT



Conference 2021

Ana Maria Blass Rico

"High level of protection of 
human health", "Chance for 
industry", "We talked about 
cancer and long term 
effects" — WHAT?



Conference 2021

"For me, headlines are a surprise."
"Hazardous substances"
"You don't like to be injected with 
colours that are unsafe." 
"ECHA has a wonderful helpdesk 
that will be launched in December 
(2021)"
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🤦 
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"Suppliers need to prove 
that not dangerous"
"Time has passed"
"Stakeholders did not reply"
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"Suppliers need to prove 
that not dangerous"
"Time has passed"
"Stakeholders did not reply"
Violates every law of 
criminalistics.



Bureaucratic
Self-fulfilling

Based on prejudice
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BTW:
Prohibition
can be okay 







It just doesn't 
work. 





Prohibition 
not based on 

facts is never okay.



REACH not based on 
scientific proof, not 
backed up by clinical 
data & analytically 

impossible to match



Sheer nonsense (and 
prejudice) under the 

cover of concerns that 
— scientifically proven —  

do not exist.





If all communities — scientific, economic and 
subculture "stakeholders" and "consumers" — 

consider a regulation to be wrong, then 
something might be wrong.

Here, bureaucratic decisions screwed over 
everyone "holding the stakes" — in the 

absence of scientific evidence & feasibility. 

I understand every person who laughs into the 
face of a regulation that does not match real 

life.    
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What do you 
think will 

happen in real 
life?



Exactly.
Foto: Jara Reker



Also, keep your tattoos.



Ciao!


