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This is a transcript of the presentation to the RSPC by Dr Meriel Watts and Hana 

Blackmore for the WMA.  This has been lightly edited for clarity.  The links to the 

webcast of the proceedings - including the question and answer session at the end of the 

presentation is below – (note there are some sound quality problems in this webcast):   

 
http://councillive.aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/video/regional-strategy-and-policy-committee-items-1-5-part-1  

http://councillive.aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/video/regional-strategy-and-policy-committee-items-1-5-part2  

http://councillive.aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/video/regional-strategy-and-policy-committee-items-1-5-part-3 
 

 

Introduction by Hana Blackmore - we are here today as a matter of urgency.  I will be 

brief, as it is important that you hear from Dr Meriel Watts on the details. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Last year we sought an opinion on whether human rights were being violated by 

continuing to expose people to the adverse human health and environmental impacts of 

chemical sprays used in vegetation control programmes. 

 

As the Human Rights Impact Assessment before you confirms, there are a significant 

number of international human rights norms of concern that are applicable.   

 

The Report also details the actions that both Auckland Council and its CCO Auckland 

Transport should take to avoid the potential liabilities of continuing to ignore 

Aucklanders human rights. 

 

The most vital of these actions is to use only nonchemical means of vegetation and 

weed control and, to facilitate this, the timely implementation of Council’s 2013 Weed 

Management Policy.  

 

But even as we speak, there are Long Term Plan budgets before you that not only 

completely ignores any mention of implementing this policy or enshrining it in the 

Unitary Plan, but which proposes a greater  use of toxic chemicals to - “save money”. 

   

Whilst it is vital that we put before you today the true analysis and costing information 

to correct this budget falsehood, it is even more imperative that you should first hear 

from Dr Watts so that you can understand the urgency of the situation. 

 

 

Dr Meriel Watts - I’ve been presenting to committees of this council and to its 

predecessor Auckland City council for more than twenty years now on the human health 
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effects of glyphosate - I’m not going to go through this all again - there is a massive 

amount of information - today I just want to talk about the very recent ruling by the 

International Agency for Research on Cancer (IARC) which is a branch of the World 

Health Organisation, and its classification of glyphosate as a probable human 

carcinogen.  You’ve probably all heard about this from the media, but I’m concerned 

that you may not understand quite the importance of that ruling.  
 
 

Sunday a week ago I was standing 

in Times Square, New York in front 

of the famous Dow Jones rolling 

news ticker that flashes up 

headlines – when I saw this – 

“health agency says widely used 

herbicide likely carcinogen”   

I apologise for the poor quality of 

the photograph but as it was a 

moving image it was the best I could do – and I show you this to show you that if Dow 

Jones has this flashing all over its famous billboard in New York this is really a big 

deal. And this has been taken as a big deal all around the world … 

 

I’ll just go through what it means …  

 

So this is the classification system that IARC uses to identify the level of concern about 

carcinogens.  

In Class 1 - known human carcinogens: asbestos, tobacco smoke, UV radiation – we 

all know those are a big problem for cancer. 

The next one down is Class 2a - probable human carcinogens – and chemicals on that 

include things like acrylamide, creosote, lead compounds - which are all highly 

regulated.  



And there are some banned pesticides captafol, ethylene dibromide – those are all 

banned internationally now. 

New to this list is diazinon, glyphosate and malathion.  That just shows you the level at 

which glyphosate has been elevated and the kind of company it is keeping. 

Further down - possible human carcinogens – all those except dichlorvos have been 

banned – most internationally – and then Class 3 we go down to other things – there are 

chemicals of lesser concern with regards to carcinogenicity.   

Up until this ruling by IARC – the week before last – people assumed that glyphosate 

was in Class 4 – that it has been elevated to Class 2a is actually now a really huge 

concern. 

They did this on the basis of sufficient evidence in animals; kidney tumours, pancreatic 

tumours, skin tumours, tumours in blood vessels, DNA and chromosome damage and 

oxidative stress. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

All of those have been found to exist in animal studies and it’s been confirmed that 

that’s evidence of cancer. There’s less conclusive evidence in humans but there is 

evidence of non-Hodgkin’s lymphoma from 3 countries as well as extensive DNA and 

chromosome damage.  

As a result of this classification some countries are already moving to ban glyphosate 

completely.   

Netherlands have already 

banned it in all urban areas last 

year - they’re now moving to 

ban it completely for all uses in 

their country.   

Regions of Canada have long 

since banned it in all urban 

areas.  

France has banned it in all 

urban areas.   



Sri Lanka has banned it in certain parts of the country but are now looking at a 

complete country wide ban, as is Brazil and El Salvador.   

Most of you will have been aware of this level of international concern already – so 

what we are putting before you now is a request for all uses to be banned in Auckland.   

We think it is unconscionable to continue to expose Aucklanders on a virtually daily 

basis to what is now known to be a carcinogen. Until it can be banned outright we 

would like to see a moratorium placed on all spraying in public places.   

We’re going in to winter now – into autumn – grass growth and weed growth is slowing 

down considerably and it should not be a problem to desist from spraying in the interim 

until alternative methods are put in place.  We know that there are alternative methods 

already available, hot water, steam, plant-based herbicides are all available and widely 

used in large parts in the city.  So there should not be any problem at all to cease 

spraying glyphosate in the interim.   

The time will come, sometime in the future - it will be a few years away yet - New 

Zealand will follow suit and ban glyphosate completely.  This ruling from IARC is its 

death knell.  Monsanto of course is totally upset, naturally, but we cannot get away from 

the fact that independent scientists made this ruling and it is now internationally 

accepted, and international bans will follow one after another.  

Auckland has an opportunity to be proactive on this issue now and take the steps we 

have been asking for many years.  I will leave it at that now and am happy to answer 

any questions from anybody.  Thank you. 

______________________________________ 

 


