



Response Form

Cosmetic Use of Pesticides in British Columbia
In the August 25 2009 Speech from the Throne, the Government of British Columbia committed to consult British Columbians on “new statutory protections to further safeguard the environment from cosmetic chemical pesticides.” 

The Ministry of Environment has prepared a public consultation paper with background information and identified consultation issues for discussion to build understanding about the subject and provide a structure for comments and feedback. Information about the public consultation, including the consultation paper, the response form for providing comments to the ministry, and links to related legislation, are posted on the Cosmetic Use of Pesticides Consultation Forum website.

Those interested are invited to submit comments on the consultation issues identified by the ministry using the instructions and questions provided on this response form. Individuals or organizations may also make written submissions to the ministry without following the format set out in the response form.

Comments received will be treated with confidentiality by ministry staff and contractors when preparing consultation reports. Please note that comments you provide, and information identifying you as the source of those comments may be made publicly available if a freedom of information (FOI) request is made under the Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act.

If you have any questions or comments regarding the consultation process, review the information posted on the ministry’s website or contact Cindy Bertram of C. Rankin & Associates, who is contracted to manage consultation comments, at: 

Email: cindybertram@shaw.ca 
Mail:    PO Box 28159 Westshore RPO 
Victoria, B.C.
V9B 6K8

Fax:     (250) 598-9948

Comments to the ministry should be made on or before February 15, 2010.
Discussion comments and responses received by February 15, 2010 will be reviewed by the ministry and a summary posted on the consultation forum website. Following review of comments received through the consultation process, the ministry will inform respondents and post information regarding next steps and any intentions for review or revision of statutory provisions governing the cosmetic use of pesticides.

Thank you for your time and comments!
Consultation Issues and Questions
The following consultation issues for discussion and questions outline some of the key issues in considering regulation of cosmetic use of pesticides in British Columbia – based on the public consultation paper available from the Ministry of Environment website. Please let us know what you think.

Consultation issues for discussion 

1. Ministry objectives in regulating the cosmetic use of pesticides 

2. Potential regulatory restrictions on cosmetic use of pesticides 

3. Creating classes of pesticides that may or may not be used for cosmetic purposes 

4. Limiting use to qualified applicators and encouraging IPM 

5. Notification and signage requirements 

6. Conditions under which pesticides may be sold or purchased 

7. Public awareness, education, compliance and enforcement 

8. Additional comments



1. Current ministry objectives in regulating the use of pesticides
In regulating pesticides and the cosmetic use of pesticides, the ministry currently considers:

· Protection of  human health and the environment

· Having a science-based approach

· Supporting the practice of Integrated Pest Management (IPM)

· Being appropriate and effective

· Providing a foundation for understanding and adoption by the public, IPM practitioners and affected interests

· Cost-effective compliance and enforcement 

Consultation Questions:

1.1 
What are your thoughts about these objectives?

     In general I agree with the objectives, though the first one contains a redundancy as human health will be protected if the environment is; they are not separate entities; however, I would suggest the following:
· Instead of the less forceful ‘support’, I would say ‘require’ the practice of IPM

· Add the objective “ promote and support organic gardening and farming practices and systems

1.2
How should these objectives be applied in developing policy and/or legislation to further safeguard the environment from cosmetic use of pesticides? 

     To all policy and/or legislative development, the precautionary principle should be applied and in the absence of solid scientific evidence one way or the other, err on the side of caution.  As well, this process and policies or legislation arising from it should be viewed as an initial step on the road to removal of all man-made pesticides from use except under extraordinary circumstances.
2. Potential regulatory restrictions on cosmetic use of pesticides
In considering potential restrictions on the cosmetic use of pesticides, the ministry is taking the following questions into view:

· What is and what is not a cosmetic use of a pesticide? Can certain pests be considered cosmetic? Is there a point at which the management of a pest becomes not cosmetic? Is there a difference in using a pesticide to manage pests on a tree used for fruit production in a residential area and a fruit tree that is strictly ornamental?

· Should the term “cosmetic use of pesticides” apply strictly to outdoor situations (e.g., lawns and/or gardens)? Are there situations where the use of pesticides indoors would be considered to be cosmetic? How would this (indoor) use of pesticide for cosmetic purposes be defined?

· Should the regulation of cosmetic pesticides include uses on residential land, public municipal lands, and/or other private lands?

Consultation Questions:

2.1 
Do you have any comments regarding new restrictions addressing the cosmetic use of pesticides?

     There should certainly be new restrictions placed on, at the very least, the cosmetic use of pesticides and their sale.  These restrictions should apply most strictly to untrained people and to residences, schools, and any other places where children may be affected by pesticide use.
2.2 
How would you define “cosmetic use of pesticides”?

     any use of (mostly) man-made pesticides where the ‘pest’ in question is not destroying or making inedible food crops or killing ornamentals.  With regard to inside applications (other than on houseplants where the above applies), ‘cosmetic’ would largely be against insects such as spiders or ants where these creatures are not creating any health hazard, but are merely perceived as a nuisance.  With regard to rodents, which may pose a health hazard, mechanical means of killing them or otherwise removing them are readily available.
2.3 
Are there any business sectors or particular uses that you feel should not be subject to restrictions on the cosmetic use of pesticides? If yes, what is your rationale for recommending exclusion of these sectors or uses?

     No; all potential users should be subject to restrictions, especially of certain types of pesticides and formulations (see below). 
3. Creating classes of pesticides that may or may not be used for cosmetic purposes
Some Canadian provinces have introduced statutory provisions that create additional classes of pesticides, with accompanying rules governing their sale and use. Approaches could include creating a class of:

· Active ingredients to which restrictions do apply;

· Active ingredients to which restrictions do not apply;

· Product types to which restrictions do apply; and/or

· Product types to which restrictions do not apply

Consultation Questions:
3.1
Do you feel that creating additional classes of pesticides would be an effective way to regulate pesticides used for cosmetic purposes? Why or why not?

     I’m not sure if this is answering the question, but the approach other provinces have taken seems a workable one at this stage anyway; that is, to ban the use of formulations such as herbicide-fertilizer mixes; any pesticide concentrates, for untrained people especially, that require mixing; and anything containing 2, 4-D or related chemicals. 
3.2
 If you do recommend the establishment of new classes of pesticides for regulation, what criteria would you suggest for establishing categories and assigning pesticides to particular categories”?

     See above.
3.3 
What rules would you recommend for the sale and use of pesticides in any new categories?

     Require certification in the use of these categories of pesticides before sale allowed AND written notification of where and for what the pesticide will be used (to help avoid use by trained people of these pesticides on their own, or friends’, residential properties)
Limit sales outlets for these categories of pesticides and restrict their sale at home-focused businesses (plant nurseries, seasonal garden centres, hardware stores, etc.)
3.4 
What suggestions or recommendations do you have to address products or product types involving a pesticide that may have both cosmetic and non-cosmetic uses?

     Restricted sales outlets should limit casual use of all of these pesticides, but for those with non-cosmetic uses, application should still be only by trained operator and notice given of where and why the substance is to be used.
4. Limiting use to qualified applicators and encouraging IPM

Consultation Questions:
4.1 
If pesticides are to be used, do you feel that people who apply pesticides to their own property for cosmetic purposes require any special training? If so, what training do you think is needed?

     I do not think that people should be allowed to use pesticides for cosmetic purposes on their own properties, trained or not.  Training doesn’t remove the poisonous nature of the chemicals and their serious environmental effects.
4.2 
Do you feel that pesticides should only be used if an Integrated Pest Management (IPM) program has been undertaken? Do you have any comments or suggestions for the ministry to improve the effectiveness of IPM training or requirements in relation to the cosmetic use of pesticides?

     Yes, at the very least.  Greater government support and promotion of organic methods and systems would, over time, help address the problem of man-made pesticide use also.  In addition, information on home-style IPM could be disseminated via the Internet and through municipalities, Regional Districts, newspapers, community newsletters, Farmers’ Markets, community garden groups, and so forth.
5. Notification and signage requirements

Consultation Questions:
5.1 
Do you have any comments or suggestions regarding appropriate notification and/or signage when a pesticide has been used (for cosmetic purposes)?

     Clearly it would depend on the location, size, and nature of the application, but pre-application signs on the property giving the date, time, and length of time people and pets should, say, stay off the property if it’s public lands.  For ones where the public might contact the pesticide in some way there should also be notices in the media, community flyers, etc. Neighbouring properties should be individually notified. Signs should stay on the property until the end of any period during which people or pets might be affected by coming in contact with the substance. 
5.2 
Would you want to be informed if a neighbour is intending to use a pesticide (for cosmetic purposes)? If yes, how and when should notification be required?

     Yes, absolutely, and well in advance with details given of what pesticide, who will be applying it and their certification information, why (for what problem),  and non-chemical ways to solve the problem which have been tried. However, as noted before, I do not think that cosmetic use of pesticides should be allowed, by trained application or not. 
I had a personal experience many years ago with what can happen when there is no notification of pesticide application; one of my cats was almost killed because he was lying in a hedge when the city (Ottawa as it happens) workers sprayed some herbicide without any notice to residents.  He survived, but was a very sick cat for some time and a few years later came down with feline leukemia. Connected?  Who knows, but not something one wants to test.

I am a lifelong gardener (food crops and ornamentals) raised in a farming and gardening family that refused to use chemical pesticides of any kind.  We had bountiful crops with few problems and none that weren’t able to be handled by mechanical means (wiping or hosing aphids off vegetables, drowning potato beetles in gasoline, etc).  I have never found it necessary to use these noxious substances to have plentiful food crops and lovely ornamentals.
6. Conditions under which pesticides may be sold or purchased

Consultation Questions: 

6.1
Do you have any comments or recommendations regarding existing or new requirements governing the sale of pesticides that could be used for cosmetic purposes?

     My answers in the first five questions I feel cover these in this section. 
6.2 
Do you feel that public access to all or specified classes of pesticides should be restricted or controlled? If yes, in what ways should access be restricted?

     
6.3 
Should vendors be required to provide information to prospective purchasers of a pesticide prior to sale? If yes, what information should be provided and how?

     
6.4 
Do you feel that sales of pesticides intended to be used for cosmetic purposes should be restricted to buyers who hold special authorization or training? If yes, what authorization (e.g., licensing) and/or training would you recommend?

     Yes; see answers in previous sections
7. Public awareness, education, compliance and enforcement

The ministry is seeking advice and examples of awareness, education and enforcement programs addressing the cosmetic use of pesticides that are cost-effective.

Consultation Questions: 

7.1 
Do you have any comments or suggestions regarding public awareness and/or education programs addressing the cosmetic use of pesticides (e.g., examples, target audiences, media campaigns)?

     Do ‘locally’ through municipalities, Regional Districts, and even distinct communities within these larger units (eg. Irrigation Districts in the Interior); greater impact I think if given a local focus rather than the provincial one.
Have late-winter and early spring media campaigns; general ones such as articles in newspapers and notices on radio (better if someone interviewed to talk about topic)  and also targeted ones in garden centres and any place where pesticides are sold; Farmers’ Markets (speakers?); Seedy Saturday events; any public speaker series in communities; nature festivals (usually in spring),  nature centres, and public gardens such as Van Dusen, Buchart, etc.;  Ministry offices (minor as not many people will see material); 
7.2 
Do you have any comments or suggestions for supporting compliance and cost-effective enforcement of any new restrictions on the cosmetic use of pesticides?

     I think that a) keeping the restricted categories and uses as simple and unambiguous as possible plus requiring any and all applications of pesticides to be by certified applicators only, will go the furthest to supporting compliance and keeping the cost down. The more complex the system and the more possible exemptions, the more people will try to wiggle through,  the higher the cost to try to enforce, and the lower the effectiveness.
8. Additional comments

Consultation Questions:

8.1 
Do you have any additional comments or suggestions for the ministry regarding statutory protections to safeguard the environment from the cosmetic use of chemical pesticides?

     I commend the ministry for taking this first step to restrict cosmetic use of pesticides province-wide rather than municipalities and Regional Districts having to do it piece-meal and on their own.  I would strongly urge the government to put more focus on support for organic farming and gardening practices and systems as a way to move towards virtual elimination of the need for these man-made pesticides that have caused so much damage to the land, water, air, wildlife, domestic animals, and humans.


Thank you for your time and comments!
Please remember to return this response form to the ministry by February 15, 2010.
If you wish, you may also provide contact information. This information will be compiled separate from responses and used to inform respondents of posting of the summary of comments and subsequent ministry actions to develop and implement the regulatory changes.



(Optional) Contact Information

If you wish to have your name placed on the ministry listserve to receive further information concerning regulatory changes related to the cosmetic use of pesticides, please provide your contact information – including an e-mail address – below. Note that all submissions will be treated with confidentiality by ministry staff and contractors however information that identifies you as the source of those comments may be publicly available if a Freedom of Information request is made under the Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act.

	Contact Name:
	     Eva Durance

	Business or Organization Name 
(if appropriate):
	     Landscape Designer

	E-Mail: 
	     edurance@vip.net

	Mailing Address:
	     1120 Jonathan Dr., Penticton, BC V2A 8Z6

	Telephone: 
	     250-492-0158

	Fax: 
	     


Background and Area of Interest

Please check "(" in the appropriate boxes if your primary interest in the ministry's intentions relates to your:

[image: image2.wmf]Interest as a member of the public:
[image: image3.wmf]Work in the private sector: 

Please describe (e.g., IPM services, turf manager, retail sales):
      
[image: image4.wmf]Work for a government regulatory agency: 

Please describe (e.g., federal, provincial, municipal):
      
[image: image5.wmf]Work for a public sector organization:
Please describe (e.g., health authority, education institution, Crown corporation):      
[image: image6.wmf]First Nation: 
Please describe:      
[image: image7.wmf]Involvement or work for an environmental or community interest group:
Please describe:      BC Nature (provincial naturalists’ organization); Canadian Parks and Wilderness Society
[image: image8.wmf]Other interest:
Please describe:      involvement with initiatives to promote organic and locally grown foods and local food sustainability, and to teach people how to grow food crops for themselves, organically.
Thank you once more for your time and interest in these regulatory changes. 
If you have any further questions, please contact cindybertram@shaw.ca.

You may print this form and either:

	mail to:

Cindy Bertram
PO Box 28159 Westshore RPO 
Victoria, B.C.
V9B 6K8
	or
	fax to:
(250) 598-9948
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