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Dear Auckland Transport Board Members 

 

I understand that  you will be considering the future use of GBHs (glyphosate-based 

herbicides like Roundup) at a meeting on Sept 28th. 

 

As the chairperson of the Toxic Agrichemical Advisory Forum, appointed to advise 

Tauranga City Council, I would like to add our view that: 

 

1. there is a substantial body of research causing growing concern at the toxicity of 

glyphosate as well as the additives and the full formulations that are used commercially as 

weedkillers like Roundup.  The most recent authoritative report was released in March this 

year by the IARC (the respected specialised cancer-researching body of the WHO). It 

reclassified glyphosate as a Class 2a "probable human carcinogen".  

 

2. the regulatory process that sanctions the use of GBHs is flawed and has failed to protected 

public interest:  

 it examines only industry-provided studies for purposes of approval to market and 

Risk Assessments 

 it examines ONLY the "active ingredient" glyphosate and yet there is evidence that 

the full formulation is up to 125 times as toxic as glyphosate in isolation 

 there is a glaring conflict of interest: the only research that such bodies examine for 

risk assessments are those that the pesticide companies provide. NO independent 

published research is examined. The process is open to criticism of being overly 

industry-friendly and not independent 

 the studies and data supplied by pesticide companies are not open to independent 

review by independent scientists and experts. This is not the usual rigorous, robust 

scientific scrutiny that such an important review should be subjected to 

 it is not comprehensive nor robust. It cannot and does not get to the truth about the 

full toxicity or safety profile of commercial formulations that are actually used at the 

roadside nor the risks to contractors, the public and the environment   

 the members of the New Zealand EPA, responsible for reviewing glyphosate, have 

little or no scientific literacy, and are not well-placed for understanding the true 

toxicity of glyphosate-based herbicides (GBHs)  

 the toxicological evaluation methods are outdated e.g. acute toxicity measures such as 

LD50 are still used and cited as evidence of safety. Modern toxicological assessments 

need to examine the many effects that are seen with very low dose, chronic exposure 

to glyphosate. These may occur through endocrine disruption at concentrations as low 

as a few molecules per trillion!  

 

Countries are restricting, or moving to ban, glyphosate products, adopting the prudent or 

precautionary avoidance principle to protect their public and environment given the failure of 

public regulatory bodies to do so.   

 

3. The justification for continued use of glyphosate is predicated on exaggerating the cost of 



non-chemical means of weed and vegetation control. However non-chemical methods have 

successfully been used elsewhere and appear to be economic and competitive with GBHs 

probably at NO extra cost when accurately assessed.  Many of the costs of GBHs are 

"externalised" off AT's balance sheet but the health and environment costs of glyphosate-

based herbicides may be significant.    

 

It is time that governments everywhere seriously consider that the best risk management 

regarding glyphosate would be to adopt the precautionary avoidance approach in public 

policy-making.  

 

University of Canterbury toxicologist Professor Ian Shaw, recently said that the benefits and 

risks associated with using Glyphosate had now shifted and in his opinion there was now a 

fairly major negative on the risk side. He said it is “probably time for city councils and 

similar people to rethink its use... is there something else we can do instead, and if there is, 

lets replace it”  

 

Tauranga City Council agreed at a meeting on Monday to move towards non-chemical weed 

control (including trialing a non-toxic "organic" weedkiller), acknowledged the toxicity of 

glyphosate-based herbicides and agreed to transition TCC away from their use ASAP.  

 

If non-chemical means of weed control can be achieved at approximately the same cost as 

chemical control there can be no justification for continuing the use of toxic chemicals like 

glyphosate.   

 

Ron LOPERT 

Chair  

Toxic Agrichemical Advisory Forum 

 


