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June 10, 2003

The President and Members of the Standing
Committee on Urban Planning, Land Use Planning,
The Environment and Sustainable Development,
Direction du greffe,

275, Notre-Dame Street East,

Suite R-126, Montreal, H2Y 1C6

Dear Members of the Standing Committee on Urban Planning, Land
Use Planning, the Environment and Sustainable Development:

Cosmetic pesticides — those chemicals used to control pestsin outdoor
spaces like lawns and gardens — are unsafe and unnecessary for the
maintenance of green and healthy green space. With current regulations, it is
virtually impossible to avoid exposure to these chemicals. We therefore
wish to communicate our strong support for abylaw in your community to
phase out pesticides and protect health, with special emphasis on protecting
children and other sensitive populations. Bylaws should be accompanied by
vigorous public education initiatives on safer aternatives. Such a bylaw has
recently been passed in the amalgamated City of Toronto and will come into
effect April 1, 2004. We cite the following reasons:

1. Cosmetic Pesticides Are Unsafe

« Acute effects of pesticide exposure range from irritation of the nose,
eyes and throat, burning, itches and rashes to nausea, vomiting, headaches
and genera malaise;'

- Scientific studies reveal links between pesticide exposure and higher risk
of leukemiad', non-Hodgkin’s lymphoma", soft tissue sarcomas" and
prostate cancer”;

+  Children are particularly susceptible to harm from pesticides, both in
utero and during childhood. Pesticides may cause birth defects”,
developmental delays™, hyperactivity”, behavioural disorders™, motor
dysfunction”', nervous system disruption"" and immunotoxicity™. Pregnant
women exposed to pesticides have susceptible fetuses that may be harmed
by the synergistic interactions of many different, poorly understood
chemicals, interacting with genetic vulnerabilities. For example, research in
Quebec has shown that fetuses with higher exposures to pesticides, in
combination with a genetic constitution that makes them poor metabolizers
of chemicals, have an increased risk of acute lymphocytic leukemia as
young children®. Children have greater exposure to pesticides due to
increased food and water consumption/kg body weight compared to adults,
as well as higher respiratory rates, and closer proximity to the ground and
floor™.
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»  Other susceptible subpopul ations which have not been adequately addressed
regarding potential adverse health effects of pesticidesinclude the elderly, those with
chronic illnesses such as lung disease and asthma, those on medications, those with
alergies and sensitivities, or those with kidney or liver pathology, who cannot
metabolize or excrete properly.

» Studies have found cosmetic pesticides to contaminate urban watersheds — the source
of drinking water and key to ecological sustainability —throughout the Great Lakes
basin.*"

» Theissue of cumulative exposure is not yet being addressed when pesticides are
evaluated in Canada. Further, the scientific ability to do so is highly complex,
controversial and only just being developed. Hence, the “safe” level of a pesticide
continues to be decided based on the toxic effects of that pesticide alone. There are
dozens of pesticide residues in Canadian water and food sources, many of the same
pesticide class, which can have additive and multiplicative effects. The additional
exposure from lawn and garden applications has not been quantified.

N

. Pesticide Exposureis Currently Unavoidable

*  Weare exposed to pesticides in virtually all aspects of our lives. Canada's
regulatory framework allows for the continued development and use of cosmetic
pesticides while depriving us of the right to live protected from these exposures.
The pesticide industry publicly promises continued use of chemicals for the
maintenance of lawns and gardens.

» After application of pesticidesto lawns or gardens, children have measurable
blood levels of pesticides due to skin absorption, inhalation, and from
consumption as they mouth objects or transfer the pesticide from their hands to
food. It has been demonstrated that children can absorb enough pesticide through
their skin to produce acute toxicity."" Pesticides tracked into the home continue to
be a source of exposure for long periods after applications, because there is no
sunlight to help break them down.*""

3. Cosmetic Pesticides Are Unnecessary

» Hedlthy, disease-resistant |lawns and gardens are possible through chemical-free
horticultural methods. A growing sector of pesticide-free lawn care and
landscaping companies provides opportunities for workers and industries
interested in phasing-out chemicals.

For these reasons, we have come together to support the adoption of municipal
pesticide bylaws that result in the elimination of non-essential pesticide use, and to
oppose the exclusive adoption of voluntary initiatives advocated by the pesticide
industry.

The Supreme Court of Canada affirmed the right of municipalities to restrict the use of
pesticides on both public and private property. Pesticide bylaws are a necessary
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complement to federal and provincia regulations in order to fully guarantee the rights of
citizens to be protected from pesticide exposure.

We support precautionary municipal bylaws that would include public education
programs and phased-in prohibitions of cosmetic pesticides on private property.
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* See the Organic Landscape Alliance (www.organiclandscape.org)
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