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Label Instructions Are Not a Substitute for a Cosmetic Pesticide Ban

November 2008

1. Exposure to pesticides is often involuntary and staying indoors is no protection.  A recent study found that five to six hours after spraying pesticides began, indoor concentrations exceeded those outdoors. “The initial benefits of remaining indoors during spraying may not persist” as toxins outside move indoors with normal daily activities.

2. Many of the population may be unable to read the label.  The population has an average reading level of around grade five.

3. People may ignore label instructions. 

4. The dosage recommendations on labels are often irrelevant to the health risk. “The problem with risk analysis, which came out of the world of engineering and caught on during the late 70’s, is that it hasn’t done a very good job predicting the ecological and health effects of many new technologies. It has trouble calculating subtler, less quantifiable risks, i.e., the effect of certain neurotoxins on a child’s neurological development, for example, appears to have more to do with the timing of exposure than with the amount.”

5. The effects of mixing pesticides cannot be calculated. The US EPA states clearly that there are no methods in existence to assess the risk to health and toxicity of mixtures of chemicals.
  It is therefore impossible for labels to address all the potential synergistic effects from using multiple pesticides.  Most commercial pesticides contain mixtures of chemicals. 

6. Fertilizer products containing pesticides, e.g. Weed ‘n Feed, do not require labels indicating the presence of pesticides in the product.
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