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In the 9|11 Era of Anti-Pesticide Terrorism ...

& $

e In the City of Edmonton, Organic Pesti-
cide—Free Parks were a TOTAL and DISMAL
FAILURE.

e Edmonton’s Organic Pesticide—Free Parks
became MORE INFESTED with weeds, and nhow
look like GARBAGE DUMPS.

e Predictably, mechanical and other non—
chemical methods of weed control were INEF-
FECTIVE.

e Among Edmonton home—owners, there has
been a LARGE INCREASE in the use of Green
Alternative Pesticides.

e Not surprisingly, Edmonton reports a RE-
CENT INCREASED WEED GROWTH.

e ALL Green Alternatives are BOGUS and
DISMAL FAILURES — they DO NOT WORK
and they are INEFFECTIVE, INADEQUATE,
HIGH-RISK, MORE TOXIC, and STUNNINGLY
EXPENSIVE !

e Municipal Officials are proposing to con-
vert its GARBAGE DUMPS Parks into communi-
ty gardens or naturalized areas.
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Pesticide-Free Parks
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With Weed Growth
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Best Practice Measurements for Pesticide Reduction by Municipalities
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Alignment of Best Practice Measures with Department Processes of
Annual Pesticide Use
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cluding the Treatment of Noxious Weeds
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Pesticide Practices

Recommendation:

That the February 6, 2012, Community
Services report 2012CSS005 be
received for information.

Report Summary

This report provides additional
information on pesticide use
restrictions and measures employed
to monitor success of reduction
strategies in Edmonton.

Previous Council/Committee Action

At the November 9, 2011, City Council
meeting, the following motion was
passed:

That Administration provide a report
to Community Services Committee
outlining:

1. What the best practice
measurement is for reducing the
use of pesticides by
municipalities.

. How this best practice aligns with
our department processes on
annual pesticide use.

. What potential exists to convert
lower quality turf to community
gardens or other uses.

4. What the annual parameters are
for the maintenance of herbicide
free sites including the treatment
of noxious weeds.

Report

» Restrictions on the sale and/or use
of pesticides exist in most Canadian
municipalities to eliminate their non-
essential use. These restrictions
have gone beyond the restriction of
use to the removal of products from

the marketplace. Evaluation and 1
monitoring of City of Edmonton
integrated pest management
programs stimulates more
sustainable solutions for pest
problems, including reducing and
sometimes eliminating the need for
pesticides. More specific best
management practices that lead to
reduced use of pesticides by a
municipality are referenced in the
following responses to the motion.

Best Practice Measurements for
Pesticide Reduction by Municipalities

Recent communication with
municipalities from other provinces
across Canada showed no evidence
of measurement systems as
comprehensive as those used to
understand pesticide use and
impacts in Alberta’s larger
municipalities. Other provinces are
using environmental pesticide
monitoring to measure impacts of
provincial pesticide restrictions in
urban municipalities. However, data
on citizen pesticide purchases does
not appear to be collected anywhere
else outside of Alberta. In Canada,
the following best practice measures
are used for reducing pesticide use
by a municipality:

a) accurate accounting, analysis,
and trending of municipal
pesticide use by:

o grouping data to identify
heavier use requirements and
targets for reduction
linking pesticide use to
weather conditions to better
understand impacts of
environmental variables on
pesticide usage
measuring changes in
pesticide use with the

ROUTING — Community Services Committee | DELEGATION — L. Brenneis/H. McRae/C. Saunders
WRITTEN BY - C. Saunders/D. Laubhann | February 6, 2012 = Community Services 2012CSS005
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wil Dpam Proess o nnl
Pesticide Use
a) Over the past two decades

management system by City staff
supplements provincial river water
management programs. This helps

monitoring of City operations’
pesticide use demonstrates
successful targeted reduction of
herbicide applications on the City's
large inventory of mowed turf.
Overall analysis shows that
herbicides continue to be the
dominant type of pesticide used in
the City operations. Though this
may be viewed as disproportionate
use for weed control, Edmonton’s
drier climate is unfavourable for
other types of lawn pests, such as
fungal diseases and turf insects that
are common in cities like Toronto.

City staff analysis of pesticide use
shows that Edmonton’s nuisance
mosquito species share little in
common with other pests that are
impacted by a variety of natural
enemies. Unless snow and summer
rainfall amounts decline, any
targeted use reduction of pesticides
for mosquito control will translate to
lower quality outdoor life experiences
and increased citizen needs for
personal insect repellents and other
domestic pesticides.

Good Growing Neighbours surveys
on citizen pesticide use help to

Page2of 3

to understand the link between river
pesticide contamination and
residential use of water soluble
contaminants, such as lawn
fertilizers and herbicides. In fact, it
was instrumental in the development
and implementation of Alberta’s
2010 restriction on the sale and use
of “Weed & Feed” products. City
staff works closely with provincial
authorities to help evaluate the
impact of product restrictions, such
as “Weed & Feed,"” and overall
pesticide presence in the
environment.

Municipal pesticide sales and use
monitoring has helped to support
and develop the pest management
culture in Edmonton. Evaluation of
insecticide sales and use in
Edmonton in the early 1990’s
showed intense use of the
insecticide Cygon® (dimethoate)
This product was used almost
exclusively to control exotic birch
leaf miner insects. Focused research
by City staff led to the
implementation of a biological
control that eliminated this pest
problem and the associated
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Organic and Pesticide-Free
Malntenance Is BOGUS
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