Controversial
Prohibitions

Plastic Bags. Somewhere between 500 billion and a trillion ptabiiags

are consumed worldwide each year. They do noadegyuickly enough in
landfills, and may pose a danger to many marine mmalsl Some super—
markets now charge their customer 5 cents perdvaprake in millions of

dollars in extra revenues. Interesting Fact . oAding to one statistics,
choosing paper or plastic may just involve choosvhich resource to con-
sume. According to the U.S. Natural Resourcesidef€Council, the plas-
tic bags used annually in the United States re@boait 12 million barrels
of oil to produce. Paper bags require about 1#amitrees. In a landfill,

plastic bags take up less space than paper. dg&oufhe List Universe.)
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Controversial Prohibition Promoted hy Enviro-Maniacs !

The needless prohibition of LEGAL, SAFE, and TOTALULRRE-
PLACEABLE pest control products appears to favoame ques-
tionable alternative products. The so—called LOWRKSK AL-
TERNATIVES or GREEN ALTERNATIVES that are being pro
posed to replace conventional pest control prodacesNOT all as
low risk or non—toxic as some people assume theineto Nor are
these products as efficient or efficacious as welaing led to be-
lieve.

The selection of GREEN ALTERNATIVES to LEGAL and &E
conventional pest control products will likely foll various combi-
nations of QUESTIONABLE criteria, such as ...

. The green alternative must be BIOLOGICAL.

. The green alternative must be arbitrarily ECOLQ®L.

. The green alternative must be NATURAL.

. The green alternative must be arbitrarily NON-GQQS'IC.
. The green alternative must be NON-SYNTHETIC.

. The green alternative must be allegedly NON-TOXIC

. The green alternative must be ORGANIC.

. The green alternative must be allegedly REDUCEBR

The following is a brief description of potentiadfsty problems and
levels of toxicity associated with various GREEN PERNATIVE
products. All information was obtained from protiletbels and ma-
terial safety data sheets.
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ACETIC ACID. m Product safety and toxicity.

So-called lower—risk green alternative to convemdioturf herbi-
cides. Skin irritant. Corrosive to the eyes. drct acute oral tox-
icity (LDsp) 3310 mg/kg (rat). During application, wear glsye
long—sleeved shirt, pants, safety goggles or fadeld, socks and
shoes. Therefore, this product may be deemeddaseus lower—
risk green alternative to conventional turf herd&s that contain
2,4-D.

BACILLUS THURINGIENSIS. m Product safety and toxicity.

May cause sensitization to the skin and eyes. Morimation avail-
able regarding LEy. Consequently, this product may be deemed as
a dubious lower—risk green alternative to convamioinsecticides.
Not registered for the control of turf insects.

CORN GLUTEN MEAL. m Product safety and toxicity.

So-called lower—risk green alternative to convemdioturf herbi-
cides. May cause sensitization to the skin andsey&pparent uni-
versal scientific oversight regarding the reportiogLDso. Thus,
this product may be deemed as a dubious lower-giskn alterna-
tive to conventional turf herbicides that contaid-2D.

HERBICIDAL SOAP. m Product safety and toxicity.

So-called lower—risk green alternative to convemdioturf herbi-
cides. May cause eye and skin irritation. Maynhiédly sensitiz-
ing. Product acute oral toxicity (Lfg) greater than 5000 mg/kg.
Hence, this product may be deemed as a dubiousrigig& green
alternative to conventional turf herbicides thaht@on 2,4-D.
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HORTICULTURAL OIL. m Product safety and toxicity.

Can cause mild skin irritation or dermatitis afpgolonged contact.
Product acute oral toxicity (L{3d) 5000 mg/kg. Not registered for
the control of turf insects.

INSECTICIDAL SOAP. m Product safety and toxicity.

So-called lower—risk green alternative to convemioturf insecti-
cides. An eye and skin irritant. Potential skamsitizer. Product
acute oral toxicity (Lo greater than 5000 mg/kg (rat). Hence, this
product may be deemed as a dubious lower-risk ga#tennative to
conventional insecticides.

NEMATODES. m Product safety and toxicity.

So-called lower—risk green alternative to convemioturf insecti-
cides. May cause mechanical irritation of skin ayds after pro-
longed or repeated contact. Prolonged inhalatiay fead to respi-
ratory tract irritation, and may provoke asthmatésponse in per-
sons with asthma who are sensitive to airway int$a No informa-
tion available regarding L{3. Consequently, this product may be
deemed as a dubious lower—risk green alternativeatoventional
turf insecticides such as imidacloprid.

SCLEROTINIA MINOR. m Product safety and toxicity.

So-called lower—risk green alternative to convemdioturf herbi-
cides. May cause sensitization. Contact mustvmedad with skin,
eyes or clothing. Breathing dust must also be @i During ap-
plication, wear dust/mist filtering respirator, waproof gloves,
long—sleeved shirt, long pants, shoes and sock®. information
available regarding LE). Therefore, this product may be deemed as
a dubious lower-risk green alternative to convemdioturf herbi-
cides that contain 2,4-D.
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ALL ENVIRO-MANIACS from the ENVIRONMENTAL TERROR
MOVEMENT that promote these alternative products INOT
KNOW WHAT THEY ARE TALKING ABOUT.

Conventional



