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Letter from Washington

Putting a Human Face on the Pesticide Threat

ne of the most difficult and perhaps most important

challenges we face in forcing better regulation of

pesticides is capturing the adverse human health
effects associated with pesticide use. It is difficult for a vari-
ety of reasons, starting with inadequate medical diagnosis of
poisoning incidents and ending with no effective monitoring
of incidents that are diagnosed or suspected. Our failure to
associate major illness trends, such as increasing childhood
asthma or childhood leukemia, with widespread use of pesti-
cides leaves our children and families increasingly threatened.
Once a pesticide is released into the air, water or land, there
is no question that it is difficult to show, beyond a shadow of
a doubt, that it is a contributor to national trends in illness.
So, even if a pesticide is known to be a hazardous material
with widespread exposure to the public, the lack of informa-
tion on individual human effects or incidents allows it to es-
cape adequate regulation.

If you look back at many of the major actions banning pesti-
cides, you will see documented human or wildlife impacts be-
hind the decision. Eggshell thinning doomed DDT, worker ste-
rility forced the fungicide DBCP off the market, and miscarriages
stopped the herbicide 2,4,5-T. When EPA staff identify hazard-
ous pesticides like the wood preservatives, without reported
adverse effects the agency can delay for years. Who says we do
not experiment with pesticides on humans?

In this issue of Pesticides and You, we begin to take on the
challenge of expanding our documentation of adverse effects
associated with wood preservatives. There is no disputing that
wood preservatives are among the most toxic substances known
to humankind. They have created a trail of contamination. Con-
sider the fact that, together or independently, wood preserva-
tives, including pentachlorophenol, creosote, arsenic, copper
and chromium, fill a majority of our nation’s most hazardous
Superfund toxic waste sites. Yet, we continue to put chemical-
soaked wood products in the ground around our homes, allow
them to dot our communities in utility poles, use in sensitive
habitat and waterways for building, allow them to be recycled
for use in gardens and as wood for decks, and then dispose of
them in municipal landfills. For the third year in a row, EPA
has just notified us that its review of wood preservatives will
take another year, which means that the original completion
date of 1998 is now 2001, maybe later.

Meanwhile, people continue to get sick. It comes as no sur-
prise that illness will show up first in those who are in closest
contact with treated wood, or who live near wood preserving
facilities. We are receiving information on second generational
effects, learning disabilities and birth defects. We are told of
unregulated and uncontrolled uses of treated wood. One situ-
ation described in this issue is of a family that bought a home
with a deck made out of the crossarms of old utility poles that
had been milled. The children got sick and the family is left
with an estimated $80,000 in clean up costs to remove and
properly dispose of the deck. EPA, with the data it has, should

stop these exposures, and put an end to many of these unnec-
essary chemical uses, allowing the alternative materials and
naturally resistant woods to take their place.

It should not go unnoticed that EPA today is still struggling
with pesticide mistakes of the past. It is trying to “cap” 17
square miles of ocean floor contaminated with DDT off the
coast of Los Angeles, 100 feet below the surface. Wood preser-
vatives, such as pentachlorophenol, an organochlorine like
DDT, will some day join the list of banned materials. But, when?
And, how will we answer our children when they ask, why did
we allow the contamination of so much land and the poison-
ing of so many people for so long after we had identified the
harm and found safer, economical alternatives.

School Action Shows
Potential for Change

The wave of activity on schools continues across the country.
At this writing, California’s Governor has pledged to sign The
Healthy Schools Act of 2000, AB 2260, which will, like other
states, provide for posting and notification of pesticide use and
seek to implement a pest management strategy not reliant on
hazardous pesticides. The trend in local action to protect chil-
dren is incredibly important. While we recognize that political
realities differ from state to state, we will continue to push for
universal notification rather than notification for only those
who get themselves on a registry. The universal notification
provision, contained in Maryland and Arizona law, treats all
pesticide exposure in the school as a potential public health
threat that requires comprehensive right-to-know in advance
of pesticide use.

Putting Alternatives into Action

As we face the challenges of continued public exposure to pesti-
cides, particularly involuntary exposure, we can all play our part
in doing without pesticides. One important place to begin is in
our garden. This issue contains a colorful piece by our newest
staff member, Becky Crouse, public education associate, on Fall
lawn care. If you thought you were going to get some rest from
the garden, not just yet. Fall is
the most important time to work
on your lawn, thereby avoiding
problems that are harder to cor-
rect in the Spring.
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Best wishes.

— Jay Feldman is
executive director of
Beyond PesticidessNCAMP
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Limonene Really Less Toxic?
Dear Beyond Pesticidess/NCAMP,
I just received a copy of your newsletter
and, to be honest, one thing has me ex-
tremely puzzled — your recommenda-
tion to use limonene for fleas, etc...The
EPA a while ago put out a report
on the top 20 chemicals in fra-
grance products, and here’s what
it says about limonene:
LIMONENE (in: perfume, co-
logne, disinfectant spray, bar soap,
shaving cream, deodorants, nail
color and remover, fabric softener,
dishwashing liquid, air fresheners,
after shave, bleach, paint and var-
nish remover) Carcinogenic. “Pre-
vent its contact with skin or eyes because
itis an irritant and a sensitizer.” “Always
wash thoroughly after using this material
and before eating, drinking...applying
cosmetics. Do not inhale limonene vapor.”
Based on this information, why are
you advocating its use, especially since
fleas tend to reside in the home where
people attempt to eradicate them? All of
the other alternatives are so much safer
and this was so dangerous that it stuck
out like a sore thumb.
Keep up the GREAT work.

Angel Cohen
Las Vegas, Nevada

Dear Angel,

Limonene is a naturally occurring chemi-
cal used in many food products, perfumes
and soaps for its citrus-like flavor and
odor. 1t is also a registered active ingre-
dient in pesticides products, and classi-
fied as a List 4B inert according to the
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
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website’s List of Other (Inert) Pesticide
Ingredients (“inerts which have sufficient
data to substantiate they can be used
safely in pesticide products”). At the
present time, the EPA R.E.D. Facts (Sep-
tember, 1994), states that, “A subchronic

study by the National Toxicology Pro-
gram (NTP) using rats and mice resulted
in decreased body weights, kidney dis-
ease and mortality at the highest dose
tested. A chronic toxicity study done by
NTP using rats resulted in decreased
body weight, kidney disease and kidney
tumors, which occurred due to
a species-specific mechanism. Limonene
is not considered a human carcinogen, a
developmental toxicant, or mutagenic.”
Limonene is also listed as a volatile or-
ganic compound (VOC) by the EPA,
which can be associated with irritation,
odors and other health and comfort con-
cerns. Those with existing sensitivities
should be extremely careful when using
a product containing limonene, or con-
sider using another alternative. Even
least- or less-toxic pesticides should be
used with extreme caution, as they are
still made to kill a living organism. All
warnings on the label should be taken
seriously, and all precautionary mea-
sures should be followed. Thank you for
your heads-up on the hazards of li-
monene and your support of our work.

Pesticides in Schools,

A Frustrating Battle

Dear Beyond Pesticidess/NCAMP,

As a physician (pediatric anesthesiolo-
gist) and the mother of a cancer survi-
vor, I have always been acutely aware of
the threat to our environment and health
from the use and misuse of toxic sub-
stances, including pesticides and herbi-
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cides. For a number of years, I have been
a member of Beyond PesticidessNCAMP
(formerly NCAMP) and have always ap-
preciated Pesticides and You, the Techni-
cal Report, and the information and
literature I have requested and received
from your organization.

Four years ago, I began a two-
year-long advocacy attempt for
use of Integrated Pest Manage-
ment in my children’s private
school, but was consistently met
with angry resistance. (Perceived
aesthetics took precedence.) Fi-
nally, due to personal time con-
straints and lack of assistance, I
gave up. Mothers gave me verbal
support from behind the scenes, but
would not join in my mission for fear of
antagonizing the school administration
and the social cliques. Later, the school
did claim that it initiated a less toxic, but
certainly not an IPM, program. I do not
really know for certain. Further pursuit
would necessitate a huge time commit-
ment and would result in ostracism of
my children.

At home, we have never had
ChemLawn type services. We just maxi-
mize flowerbeds and let the crabgrass
and weeds live in the grass. They are all
green and look the same from a distance.
My husband has always had an organic
garden and orchard. So, it especially dis-
appoints us to have our children in a
toxic school, playground, and sports field
environment. Maybe, someday...

I thank you, your staff, and your vol-
unteers for your informed, conscientious,
and tireless efforts for humanity and our
planet. In the future, I hope I can be of
valued assistance to your mission.
Elizabeth C. Jantzen, M.D.
Phoenixville, PA

Dear Dr. Jantzen,

We know how frustrating it is to encoun-
ter resistance in the fight to reduce or halt
pesticide use, especially in our schools.
Every parent wants his or her children to
have the best possible education in the best
possible learning environment. Unfortu-
nately, many people do not understand
that the learning environment extends be-
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yond the quality of school supplies,
class size and location of the school
building. In addition to childhood
cancet, pesticides are increasingly
being linked to learning disabilities,
behavior problems and asthma.
Safety at school now extends far be-
yond hall monitors, metal detectors
and crossing guards; it includes the
pest management practices of the
school districts both inside and out-
side of the schools. In Pennsylva-
nia public schools, pesticide appli-
cations are prohibited in “common
access areas” during normal school hours
or extracurricular activities, and there is
a required 7-hour restricted entry after a
pesticide application. Pennsylvania also
has a registry for chemically sensitive in-
dividuals, for indoor and outdoor pesti-
cide applications and for those within 500
feet of school property, with a 12 to 72
hour warning. Beyond Pesticides/
NCAMP5 toolkit, Children, Pesticides and
Schools: Adopting School IPM, for teach-
ers, administrators and concerned parents
explains the hazards of pesticide use and
how to implement an IPM program in
your school. We also have several
factsheets about children and pesticides
that can serve as a great attention getter
for those who aren’t aware of the poten-
tial damage of pesticide exposure to chil-
dren. Thank you for your letter of appre-
ciation and support. Please let us know if
you would like us to write a letter to your
children’s school. Good luck to you!

Poison Poles Kill Dogs

Dear Beyond Pesticidess/NCAMP,

I am researching for a legal case my fam-
ily is filing against our local power util-
ity company after some of our show
golden retrievers ingested copper
naphthenate soaked drapes that had
been wrapped around power poles in our
yard. Three of our dogs were affected and
one died. I am seeking as much infor-
mation as possible on copper
naphthenate — and it seems you may
be the people to call upon. Your atten-
tion would be most appreciated.
Richard Perry

Australia
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Dear Mr. Perry,

Chemical wood preservatives pose a tre-
mendous threat to public health and the
environment. The copper naphthenate
soaked drapes were wrapped around the
utility poles in your yard in order to re-
treat the wood poles. Such external treat-
ments are usually applied using formula-
tions of copper naphthenate, which pro-
vide good surface protection, but does not
migrate very deeply into the pole. Copper
naphthenate is one of the many wood pre-
servative chemicals that are complex com-
binations of chemicals, whose precise
identity is generally unknown. Copper
naphthenate is a copper salt of naphthenic
acid. Naphthenic acid is a complex natu-
ral mixture of fatty acids found in petro-
leum. It is a byproduct of petroleum refin-
ing and has a variable composition. A
typical copper naphthenate product would
be about 19% copper naphthenate and 81%
secret ingredients. The copper
naphthenate may be contaminated up to
25% with hydrocarbons, such as benzene
from the petroleum source. The toxicology
of copper naphthenate has not been well-
documented. The U.S. Environmental Pro-
tection Agency (EPA) reports that little of
the required data has been submitted —
very little acute toxicity data, no chronic
toxicity data, and no inhalation data.
Similarly, the Canadian Centre for Occu-
pational Health and Safety has no infor-
mation for most health effects of copper
naphthenate. Inhalation of copper salts in
dusts can lead to congestion of nasal mem-
branes, congestions of the upper digestive,
and perforation of the nasal septum. Very
high concentrations can cause severe
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edited by Becky Couse

symptoms of irritation. Chronic ex-
posure to copper salts may result in
anemia. Exposure to naphthenic acid
increases the permeability of mem-
branes, which could increase uptake
of other toxic substances. Studies
show that chronic exposure to cop-
per salts has produced lung and liver
damage, which sometimes progressed
to cancer. Also, tests submitted to the
EPA found copper naphthenate in-
duces DNA damage. The hazards as-
sociated with such wood preservative
chemicals and the use, storage and
disposal of the preservative-treated prod-
ucts is unnecessary, given that alternative
materials to treated wood are available for
many uses. Utility companies play a cen-
tral role in either continuing or stopping the
poisoning and contamination of the environ-
ment, their communities, and, ultimately,
their customers. Utility companies in the
U.S. and worldwide can and should take a
new path and use safer alternatives to chemi-
cally treated wood, such as recycled steel,
composite, or cement. For more information
about wood preservatives used to treat util-
ity poles, contact Beyond PesticidessNCAMP
for a copy of Poison Poles, $22ppd or Pole
Pollution, $7ppd, or visit our website at
www.beyondpesticides.org.

Write Us!

Whether you love us, hate us or
just want to speak your mind, we
want to hear from you. All mail
must have a day time phone and
verifiable address. Space is limited
so some mail may not be printed.
Mail that is printed will be edited
for length and clarity. Please ad-
dress your mail to:

Beyond Pesticides/NCAMP

701 E Street, SE

Washington, DC 20003

fax: 202-543-4791

email: info@beyondpesticides.org
www.beyondpesticides.org
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Washington, DC

National Academy of
Sciences Urges
Biotechnology in
Developing Countries

Over 30 vyears after the Green
Revolution’s assault on indigenous agri-
culture, U.S. scientists are back at it
again. This time they’re pushing poten-
tially profitable genetically modified
crops, once again with claims of feeding
the world. Despite the growing opposi-
tion to genetically modified food in the
U.S., the National Academy of Sciences
(NAS), along with six foreign academies,
have urged the increased development
and use of genetically modified crops to
solve hunger and poverty problems in
developing nations. The Academies of
Sciences in Brazil, China, India and
Mexico, the Royal Society in London and
the Third World Academy of Sciences
backed the NAS proposal which was re-
leased July 11, 2000. The supporters of
biotechnology argue that it is an impor-
tant tool for farmers in developing na-
tions, but opponents cite food allergies,
increased pesticide use, genetic pollution
and loss of indigenous knowledge as rea-
sons to halt this agricultural takeover. Dr.
Bruce Alberts, President of the National
Academy of Sciences, told the New York
Times that he believed the backlash
against genetically modified foods in
developed nations was threatening their
use elsewhere. “It’s easy for the United
Kingdom and the United States to say we
don’t need more food, but this is the voice
of the developing world that has faced a
great deal of starvation in the past.” Op-
ponents believe these claims, reminiscent
of the failed Green Revolution strategy,
are an attempt to drum up domestic sup-
port for a threatened industry.
Environmentalists find it difficult to
believe that the industry that developed
terminator seeds, a technology that ren-
ders second generation seeds sterile, and
Round-Up™ (resistant crops, genetically
modified plants specifically designed to
be doused with large quantities of herbi-
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cides, could be concerned with the
health of the developing world. Ac-
cording to Genetically Engineered
Food Alert, a national biotechnol-
ogy umbrella group, 71% of all ge-
netically modified crops are
engineered to be herbicide resis-
tant, and 22% are modified to con-
tain pesticides within their cells.
Even scientists involved with biotech-
nology have begun questioning its role
in agriculture. Ingo Potrykus, the devel-
oper of an altered rice strain, believes that
while biotechnology could be harnessed
for the good of humankind, he questions
whether humanity will have the “collec-
tive will” to do so.

U.S. Rejects Pesticide
Testing on Humans,
Loophole Remains

Should humans be used as guinea pigs
when chemical manufacturers test the
safety of pesticides? This is
the question that the Environ-
mental Protection Agency
(EPA) was trying to answer
when it created a scientific ad-
visory committee to look into
the issue. After mulling it over
for two years, the panel
shocked environmentalists
and human rights activists
when it said yes, humans
should be used under certain
circumstances. Specifically,
the draft report released by
the panel supported limited
human testing in experiments
intended to study how the hu-
man body processes pesti-
cides. Despite the
recommendations of the sci-
entific advisory panel, top
EPA officials restored some
level of hope when they announced on
June 7, 2000, that they would go against
the recommendation and adopt an offi-
cial policy of ignoring human pesticide
studies in establishing legal limits for
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pesticides exposure. EPA insists that the
decision overrides the advisory panel’s
recommendations. “There is nothing in
this report that will change our policy,”
Steven Galston, director of science
and policy in EPA’s Office of Pesticide
Programs, explained to the Washing-
ton Post.

Since the 1960’s, pesticide compa-
nies have quietly submitted data from
human studies to EPA, to replace regu-
lations based on animal data, which
many manufacturers claim to
be too strict. Past studies have
involved volunteers in prison,
and in some cases even preg-
nant women in hospitals.
Most experiments conducted
in recent years have involved
paying students and other
people in need of money a few
hundred dollars to be test
subjects in the experiments,
if they are willing to waive
their right to sue.

Given the nature of these
studies, EPAs recent public re-
jection of human testing may
appear promising. However,
the issue is not as straightfor-
ward as it may seem. It’s true
that EPA will not use data
from human experiments to
determine the specific “no ob-
servable effect level” (NOEL), which
is the level EPA uses to set the refer-
ence dose, but EPA does accept human
data on a case by case basis to deter-
mine the final safety factor applied to
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the NOEL in setting the reference dose.
For example, earlier this
year, EPA cited data from a
human study to justify low-
ering the children’s safety
factor mandated by the
Food Quality Protection Act
(FQPA) from 10-fold to 3-
fold for the organophos-
phate insecticide ethion.
Take Action: Write to Carol
Browner, Administrator,
EPA, 401 M Street, SW,
Washington, DC 20460 and
let her know how you feel
about chemical companies
testing pesticides on humans.
Urge the EPA to reject hu-
man experimental data un-
der all circumstances, since
it will only stop when the EPA refuses to
consider such data.

EPA (nvestigates
(llegal Pesticide Sales
to Poor Communities

“Tres Pasitos - three little steps, that’s all
your mouse will be able to take,” explains
a man peddling the illegally imported
pesticide Tres Pasitos to a group of low-
income residents in New York City. Highly
toxic pesticides like Tres Pasitos, which
contains the active ingredient aldicarb, are
being sold illegally as a quick fix for
roaches, rats and other urban pest prob-
lems in low-income communities. EPA is
currently investigating these illegal pesti-
cide sales, primarily in New York and New
Jersey. Many of the pesticides under in-
vestigation are manufactured legally, but
registered for use in agriculture or by li-
censed pest control operators. Because
professional extermination can be expen-
sive and least toxic remedies are not
readily available, these cheap and highly
potent pesticides are often sold to and
applied directly by residents in low-in-
come neighborhoods. When used incor-
rectly, these chemicals can be deadly.

Vol. 20, No. 2, 2000
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Another pesticide under investiga-
tion is the insecticide
Tempo, manufactured by
Bayer Corporation. Tempo,
which is sold as a powder
containing the synthetic
pyrethroid cyfluthrin, is
supposed to be diluted in
water and sprayed only by
licensed pest control op-
erators. However, when
Tempo is purchased on the
street without proper in-
structions or instructions
listed only in English, it
is often spread on floors
and other
surfaces as a
powder, ex-
posing chil-
dren to up to 400 times the
dose acceptable to EPA.
Several formulations of me-
thyl parathion, an organo-
phosphate insecticide used
primarily in the U.S. to con-
trol boll weevils on cotton
crops, have also been found
in people’s homes and clos-
ets. (See the August — Sep-
tember, 2000 issue of
Technical Report.) EPA plans to run a large-
scale public education campaign to warn
the residents of targeted communities
about the dangers of pesticides.

EPA Asks Pesticide
Manufacturers to
Voluntarily Improve
Safety Instructions on
Pesticide Labels

While all pesticides have the potential
to harm human health, recent data com-
piled by the American Association of Poi-
son Control Centers indicates that 90%
of all reported accidental pesticide ex-
posures are from residential applications,
with half of those involving indoor in-
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by John Kepner

secticides. In response to the center’s sta-
tistics, EPA has asked pesticide manu-
facturers to make changes to the label
instructions of indoor residential insec-
ticides, with more specific use restric-
tions. Although the changes are
voluntary, EPA requests that changes are
made to the labels of all qualifying in-
door insecticides that are released for
shipment by the registrants after Octo-
ber 1,2001. The agency believes that the
label changes will improve its ability to
estimate pesticide exposures as required
by the Food Quality Protection Act
(FQPA). The label changes do not apply
to residential insecticides formulated as
baits, resin strips, im-
pregnated tapes or other
similar products.

Suggested  label
changes include state-
ments regarding: when
occupants should leave
a treated area and when
they can return, removal
of children’s personal
items before spray appli-
cations, removal of ex-
posed food and eating
utensils, the removal of
statements that instruct
users to “repeat as necessary,” and plac-
ing the statement “READ ENTIRE LA-
BEL BEFORE EACH USE” in bold capital
letters on all indoor residential insecti-
cides. The agency also discourages the
use of concentrated insecticide products
that must be diluted by the user, which
increases the risk of accidental exposure.
Although environmentalists have been
asking EPA to improve pesticide labels
for years, they are critical of the volun-
tary nature of this action. Moreover, there
is a concern that EPA has found through
its research that the majority of people
do not read product labels, which is sig-
nificant in the case of toxic chemical use.
Overall redesign would better address
this underlying problem, such as using
a large stop graphic, a skull and
crossbones or another symbol that would
attract the user’s attention.
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Around the Country m———————

Research Shows -
Dangers of Pesticide
Combinations

Imagine the following scenario: Your
neighbor has just begun an afternoon
of yard work. She’s wearing a layer of
Deep Woods OFF (to protect herself
from mosquitoes and has just applied a
coating of Dursban™ (to the grass to
take care of any potentially threatening
lawn pests. Before continuing with the
day’s work, she decides to get rid of the
trail of ants on her back porch with
some Raid™ Ant and Roach Killer.
While you may already know the dan-
gers of these pesti-
cides individually,
new research shows
that using the active -
ingredients of these

chemicals together

puts her at even greater risk. The
study led by Mohammed Abou-
Dania, Ph.D., a professor of neuro-
biology and neuro-toxicology at
Duke University in North Caro-
lina, reveals that chlorpyrifos, sold
as Dursban, is even more deadly
when used in combination with
the pesticides permethrin and DEET,
found in the ant killer and insect repel-
lant, respectively. In his study, Dr. Abou-
Dania first established the level at which
chlorpyrifos has no effect on the ner-
vous system of the lab animals. Then
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the level
was deter-
mined for
permethrin
and DEET.
When ap-
plied indi-
vidually, these chemicals produce no
neurological problems at the established
thresholds. However, when com-
bined, they produce a toxic
effect equivalent to the le-
thal dose of chlorpyrifos.
According to Dr. Goran
Jamal, a neurologist at the
Imperial College of Medi-
cine in London, there are
three reasons these chemicals
are far more dangerous when
used in combination than when used in-
dividually. First, the stress endured by
animals when exposed to a combination
of chemicals undermines
the brain’s protective layer,
allowing 100 times more
toxics to reach the brain.
Second, tissue that has
been exposed to a foreign
chemical becomes more
sensitive and receptive to
other toxic substances.
Third, certain chemicals
bind to the enzymes that
detoxify the body, making
the enzymes unavailable to
protect the body from
other intruding chemicals. Dr. Jamal
makes the following comparison, “It’s
like releasing 200 criminals in London
and taking away the police officers that
are usually on duty. There is bound to
be some damage.”
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20/20 News Reporter
John Stossel Admits
His Anti-Organic News
Story Was a Fraud

On February 4, 2000, ABC News corre-
spondent John Stossel shocked viewers
when he reported that organic food is not
healthier than conventional produce, and
may actually be dangerous. Mr. Stossel
even went as far as saying that organic
food could kill you. Citing research he
said was commissioned by ABC News,
Mr. Stossel told the viewers that organic
food was more likely than conventional
food to be contaminated with E. coli bac-
teria and that conventional produce had
no more pesticide residue than or-
ganic produce. “Our tests, sur-
prisingly, found no pesticide
residue on the conventional
samples or the organic,” he
said in his news report. Per-
haps this was a little too
surprising for environmen-
talists, who know that pesti-
cide residues often persist long
after harvesting. After the report aired on
20/20, the Environmental Working
Group (EWG) launched an investiga-
tion. Upon contacting the two research-
ers that were identified as having
conducted the tests, EWG said Dr.
Michael Doyle, a scientist with the Uni-
versity of Georgia, and Dr. Lester
Crawford, director of Georgetown
University’s Center for Food and Nutri-
tion Policy, both confirmed that they
have never tested produce for pesticide
residue for ABC. However, Dr. Crawford
reported that he did test chicken for pes-
ticide residues, and found pesticide resi-
dues only on the conventional meat. Mr.
Stossel did not mention this finding in
his report.

Despite repeated efforts by environ-
mentalists to keep the story off the air,
ABC rebroadcast the segment on July 7.
At the end of the July re-airing, Mr.
Stossel chided ABC correspondent
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Cynthia McFadden, who anchored that
night’s 20/20 show, for buying organic
produce to avoid pesticide residues. He
once again angered environmentalists
when he told Ms. McFadden, “It’s
logical to worry about pesticide
residues, but in our tests we /7
found none on either organic
or regular produce.” EWG
president Ken Cook stated,
“The chain of events
makes it clear that Stossel
knew there were no ABC
News tests of produce for
pesticides, but made up
test results to sharpen his at-
tack on the safety of organic food. Any
respectable newspaper would fire a re-
porter for fabricating material on which
a news product was based, and couple
that action with a front-page apology.”
Mr. Stossel did apologize for the false lab
results to the 20/20 audience on August
11, 2000, however he did not retract his
statement claiming organic food could
kill you. Most environmentalists did not
think this was enough and are still call-
ing for his resignation. For more infor-
mation on the safety of organic food versus
conventionally produced food, contact Be-
yond Pesticidess/NCAMP Take action:Send
a letter to David Westin, President, ABC
News, 47 West 66th Street, New York, New
York, 10023, asking for Mr. Stossel’s resig-
nation. For a copy of the Environmental
Working Group investigation, visit the
EWG website at www.ewg.org/pub/home/
reports/givemeafake/home.html or call Be-
yond PesticidessNCAMP for a copy of our
letter to ABC.

Residential Pesticide
Exposure Linked to
Parkinson’s Disease

New research conducted by Lorene
Nelson, Ph.D., a neuroepidemiologist at
the Stanford University School of Medi-
cine, adds Parkinson’s disease to the long
list of problems, disorders and illnesses
that have been linked to pesticide expo-
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sure. Her study of almost 500 people re-
cently diagnosed with Parkinson’s dis-
ease is the largest study ever of its kind,
and is the first to examine the connec-
tion between home pesticide use
and Parkinson’s disease. Dr.
Nelson and her colleagues
\ compared the lifetime histo-
ries of Parkinson’s patients
with randomly selected
control subjects. The re-
sults show that people
exposed to in-home in-
secticides are 70 percent
more likely to develop
the disease than those
who have not been exposed. Exposure
to garden insecticides carries a 50 per-
cent increased risk of disease. Among
herbicide users, risk of developing
Parkinson’s disease increases as the num-
ber of days that people are in contact with
herbicides accumulates. Respondents
who report handling or applying these
products for up to 30 days are 40 per-
cent more likely to develop the disease,
whereas respondents that report higher
levels of exposure, an average of 160
days, have a 70 percent increased risk of
developing Parkinson’s disease. Exposure
to fungicides, while
linked to other health
problems, is not found
to be a risk factor for
Parkinson’s disease in
this study.
According to Dr.

million people in the United States alone.
Although the findings of this study were
released on May 5, 2000 at the Ameri-
can Academy of Neurology’s 52" Annual
Meeting in San Diego, the full report will
not be released until early 2001.

Doctors Encourage
Consumers to Stop
Using Antibacterial
Soaps and Cleansers

Antibacterial cleansers are everywhere,
from soaps and hand lotions to floor
polishes and dishwasher detergent.
You've got to rummage around the
shelves at the grocery store just to find
a bar of soap that isn’t anti-bacterial.
While these products claim to rid our
lives of germs, cleaning with antibacte-
rial cleansers can actually compromise
our health. In July at the International
Conference on Emerging Infectious Dis-
eases, Dr. Stuart Levy, a microbiologist
and physician at the Tufts University
School of Medicine, insists that we
eliminate the widespread use of antibac-
terial products. Dr. Levy explains that
bacteria are a natural and needed
part of human life.
Dousing our living en-
vironments with anti-
bacterial soaps can
upset the balance of
microorganisms, leav-

ing behind only the

Nelson, damage to
nerve cells in a part of
the brain that produces
the neurotransmitter
dopamine leads to the
balance and movement
difficulties characteristic of Parkinson’s
disease. Therefore, people exposed to
pesticides and other chemicals that have
a particular affinity for this region of the
brain are at greater risk for developing
the disease. Parkinson’s disease occurs
most commonly in people over 60 years
of age. The Parkinson’s Institute reports
that the disease affects more than one
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strongest, most devel-
oped strains of bacte-
ria. “By encouraging
the unnatural selec-
tion of bacteria that
have grown immune
to most, if not all, of today’s antibiotics,
we unwittingly endanger global health,”
Dr. Levy reports. According to findings
presented at the conference, there are
at least five organisms with strains that
are already resistant to all antibiotics,
including vancomycin, which in
the past was considered a last line
of defense.
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Dr. Levy explains that we do not need
to live in sterilized homes, and that a rea-
sonable level of germs actually strength-
ens the immune system. In fact, an
infant’s immune system cannot develop
properly when raised in an environment
sterilized with antibacterial cleansers, he
says. During the first year of life, if the
immune system is not properly stimu-
lated, the cells that make antibodies to
fight bacteria will be underdeveloped,
and the cells that produce antibodies to
fight allergens will be overactive, result-
ing in increased susceptibility to disease,
allergies and asthma. Dr. Levy adds that
antibacterial cleansers only make sense
when somebody in the family has a com-
promised immune system. He recom-
mends returning to the basics - soap and
water.

Twin Studies Show
that Cancer Has
Stronger Link to
Environmental Factors
than Genetics

Scientists have long debated the role that
genes play in human health. With the
Human Genome Project recently com-
pleted, many people are looking to ge-
netics to cure diseases. However, a recent
study by epidemiologist Paul
Lichtenstein at Sweden’s Karolinska In-
stitute, suggests that focusing on genet-
ics as a cure for cancer may not be our
best course of action. The study, which
examined 44,788 pairs of twins, reveals
that the likelihood of developing cancer
has far more to do with exposure to pol-
lutants in the environment than genet-
ics. Dr. Lichtenstein’s results reveal that
environmental factors are linked to twice
as many cancers as genetic factors. In
fact, only three types of cancer show a
significant genetic correlation. Even
prostate cancer, which carries the stron-
gest genetic link, is only controlled 42%
by genetic factors and 58% by environ-
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mental factors. The other types of can-
cer showing a genetic link, breast and
colorectal cancer, have less than a 35%
link to genetics in the study.

The study, which was published in
the July 13, 2000 edition of the New En-
gland Journal of Medicine (Vol. 343, No.
2), confirms what many physicians, sci-
entists and public health advocates have
known for years. For example, past stud-
ies have shown that people living in ru-
ral Asia have historically had a very low
occurrence of breast and
colon cancers. However,
upon moving to the U.S.,
where these types of can-
cer are very common,
their cancer rates increase
dramatically. This knowl-
edge of the environmen-
tal link to cancer has left
many questioning U.S.
policies on cancer pre-
vention. “This raises the
question of why aren’t we
doing more to identify
avoidable risk factors for cancer, includ-
ing occupational exposures,” Devra Lee
Davis, a cancer epidemiologist at
Carnegie Mellon University, told the
Washington Post. “You can’t choose your
parents. What you can do is control your
exposures in your environment.” For
more information or a copy of this article,
contact Beyond PesticidessNCAMP.

Neighbor Notification
Bill Passes in
New York State

Despite discrepancies in the New York
Senate and Assembly versions of the
State’s Neighbor Notification Bill (S.8223/
A.1461-A), sponsored by Senator Carl
Marcellino and Assemblyman Thomas
DiNapoli, the two houses reached an
agreement and a pesticide notification bill
passed on June 22, 2000. The bill, which
is a compromise between the more strin-
gent Assembly bill and the weaker Senate
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version, is far from perfect, but a good
start. The final version requires statewide
notification of pesticide applications in
daycare centers and schools, but provides
only county opt-ins, meaning the mea-
sures must be passed by individual county
legislatures, for commercial and residen-
tial lawn applications. This has already
been done in Suffolk County. The state-
wide provisions for daycare centers in-
clude 48-hour prior notification posted
at drop-off locations, listing the pesticide
to be used, how to get
more information, and a
warning statement. The
bill also e