12 July 2007

SNAP asks Sask Environment about Pesticides progress in the Green Strategy

SNAP’s presentation to Mr Alan Parkinson, Deputy Minister of Saskatchewan Environment
By Paule Hjertaas,

President and spokesperson of the Saskatchewan Network for Alternatives to Pesticides (SNAP)
1. Important health effects of pesticides and the importance of action to protect people, especially children
In 2004-05, I ran a Campaign to Reduce Children’s Exposure to Pesticides (1) which resulted in pesticides being included in the Strategy for a Green and Prosperous Economy. 

WHEREAS the Ontario College of Family Physicians, after a comprehensive review of pesticide research, (1) found  “consistent links to serious illnesses such as cancer, reproductive problems and neurological diseases, among others”, (2) found that children are particularly vulnerable to pesticides, and (3) calls for political action to reduce pesticide use*,  
THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT --- urges the Saskatchewan Government to take steps to reduce children’s exposure to pesticides such as:

1. a province-wide ban on the use of pesticides in areas frequented by children such as school yards, daycares, parks, playing fields, and in and around hospitals.   
2. an education program for parents, aimed at reducing the exposure of children to pesticides at home,

3. the formation of an office of organic agriculture and gardening to ensure the availability of information, products, and training for those interested in making the transition to organics.

I personally delivered over 1000 names on petitions and letters to Minister Forbes’s office supporting these 3 points. Several health, environmental and other groups also passed resolutions to that effect, even the 2004 NDP convention. Among the Saskatchewan supporters of these demands were some medical doctors such as Dr Sally Mahood and Dr D. Logan, Dr Stuart Houston, a veterinarian: Dr. Marilyn Sthamann, as well as Nature Sask, SES, SEN, the Canadian Cancer Society, the Canadian Association of Physicians for the Environment, the Saskatchewan Lung Association and likely many more who have not sent me a copy. 
The Medical Health Officers’ Council of Saskatchewan even added one point:  to ‘Encourage the discontinuation of indiscriminate use of combination products such as lawn care products which contain both fertilizer and pesticides.’ to the above, following the lead of the Canadian Medical Association.  

Since then, even more evidence of pesticide harm has come about. The Canadian Cancer Society is actively lobbying for pesticide bylaws across Canada, including in Saskatchewan. Every day brings more research on the subtle effects of pesticides on children, from developmental delays and problems, lower IQ, eye and vision problems, endocrine disruption, birth defects, miscarriages, small head circumference and ill health, and on adults: Parkinson Disease, ALS and other neurological disorders, respiratory problems, and even depression and suicide. 
The evidence of our widespread contamination with pesticides is increasing with every human body burden study. Pesticides are widespread, even in areas where they have never been used, where they are carried by air and condensed in snow. Europe is taking measures to make the pesticide industry responsible for the pollution and is damages it causes. (2) It also goes ahead with REACH where industry will have to prove their chemicals are safe.
The David Suzuki foundation (3. June 2007) even managed what we could not, and gave us a number of yearly acute pesticide poisonings in Saskatchewan: 322, while noting that this is only the very tip of the iceberg. 

 The new StatCan report on Households and the Environment (4. 11 July 2007) reports that the 

Household pesticide applications are highest in the three Prairie Provinces. The use of household chemical pesticides in 2006 has increased in the Prairie provinces, in spite of being slightly down from 1994 levels across Canada. Saskatchewan homeowner pesticide use increased 6%, from 37% to 43 %. Regina and Saskatoon are in second place for highest proportion of household pesticide users with 46 % using chemical pesticide, following Winnipeg with 47 %. 

At SNAP, we are aware of a preponderant Saskatchewan attitude of “pesticide can’t hurt you” which undoubtedly leads to using them without the precautions listed on the label. We are also aware of lawn care companies telling homeowners that they have pests (such as chinch bugs) not present in Saskatchewan, likely to sell them extra services. We have also seen bylaw attempts derailed in favour of IPM (Integrated Pest Management) (Regina) and the undefensible position that all products are equal when registered by the PMRA and no one should attempt to grade them as to toxicity. (Saskatoon)  

The Green Plan (Ch 7 p 48) mentions that SE contracted a review of IPM. The main issue with IPM is the wrong definition SE and other governments and depatments have adopted; you follow industry’s definition, which puts chemicals (not even less toxic ones first) on an equal footing with other pest or weed control method. As long as this will be, IPM will not reduce pesticide use.
Quebec has a Pesticide Code because industry was forced to admit that several years of their IPM had led to 0 reduction in pesticide use. Quebec is the only province “where the share of households applying lawn and garden pesticides plunged by one-half over this period”, due to the Pesticide Code.  

In spite of the number of Ontario municipalities with pesticide bylaws (28/130 in Canada), including Toronto, and all the emphasis on pesticide education, the % of households using pesticides remained the same (34%). Not only that, but the majority are on scheduled applications rather than pesticides applied when a problem arises, i.e. from lawn care companies, which leads to pesticide overuse. Research shows that little to no progress in pesticide reduction can be made by education alone without a bylaw. (5) 
Closer to home, Regina has an dysfunctional IPM committee that rarely meets because they can’t get quorum, and which has not achieved much pesticide reduction by the city since being set up 3 years ago. 
SNAP has developed a pesticide retailer survey which we have difficulty getting to domestic pesticide vendors because there is no available list of domestic pesticide retailers for Saskatchewan. 

2. SNAP would like an update about progress on Green Strategy

a. When will review of practices be done, when will report be publicly available

b. Who is leading development of the urban pesticide use policy?
i. Will it ensure that pesticides are kept out of areas where children play such as schools, daycares and playgrounds? 

ii. Will it ensure, as the Canadian Cancer Society requests, that communities have a right to know what pesticides are used and what the ingredients are?
iii. Will it require posting when pesticides are used in public areas, for the period these chemical residues remain, rather than the current 1 day posting in Regina.

iv. Will it effectively reduce exposure to potential and known carcinogens, for example by banning cosmetic pesticide applications.

c. When will the Household Hazardous Materials Days be conducted, and will they include domestic pesticide containers?

d. SNAP fully agrees with controlling invasive alien species. However, for many species and even in provincial parks, pesticides are a first and main line of defence for control. We would like to see a move to proven alternative controls such as grazing by goats, biological control etc when possible. 

e. How does the Organic Agriculture Food Miles Campaign fit within the goals of TILMA?

f. Agricultural IPM. I have been favorably impressed by several of the papers in SAF’s web site as they deal with real pest control with real pesticide reduction achieved. Perhaps they need to be better publicized, or the approach made mandatory. I hope for more of the same on more issues of concern. 

g. Environmental Farm Plans and Canada Sask Farm Stewardship Programs: Is pesticide reduction a consideration in such plans? 
 ArAre 
NOTES:

1. on snapinfo.ca under information/publications

2. Stronger pesticide rules considered for EU: The European Union's Environment Committee has proposed strengthened pesticide regulations in a "Thematic Strategy and Framework Directive on the Sustainable Use of Pesticides". http://europa.eu/scadplus/leg/en/lvb/l21288.htm  PANUP July 5, 2007

3. Northern Exposure Acute Pesticide Poisonings in Canada by the David Suzuki Foundation.: 322 Sask residents are acutely poisoned every year.
http://www.davidsuzuki.org/Publications/Northern_exposure.asp
4. http://www.statcan.ca/english/freepub/11-526-XIE/11-526-XIE2007001.pdf     p22-23 and annex 23 for more information. 
5. “Best Practices in Reducing the Cosmetic Use of Pesticides on Residential Property”; March 24, 2004; Jointly Prepared by: The Canadian Centre for Pollution Prevention and Cullbridge Marketing and Communications 

http://www.cullbridge.com/Projects/PesticidesBestPracticeReview-FINAL040324
