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Adding BPA to Part | Schedule | of the Hazardous Pr  oducts Act

Environmental Defence applauds the federal goventfioe its proposed Order adding
polycarbonate baby bottles that contain-4gbpropylidenediphenol (bisphenol A) to
Part | of Schedule | of thidazardous Products Act. Environmental Defence agrees with
the final screening assessment conclusions thatihohans and other organisms appear
sensitive to BPA's effects, and that present emvirental levels may be causing harm.
Enabling the development of measures to manage ibeegth and environmental risks
posed by BPA is considered to be of utmost impagan

Next Steps

There is strong evidence suggesting that a moensite risk management plan than that
proposed is needed. While measures proposed withinsk management scope and
approach documents remain endorsed and supportédvupnmental Defence, we feel
that action following the addition of BPA to thesLiof Toxic Substances must go further.

The need for additional risk management actionearaiven the long list of BPA uses
and potential sources of exposure noted withirfitted assessment. Given evidence that
BPA may be found in concentrations up to 385 pp$hcanned foodsthat breast milk
levels may be almost as high as those in cannedtifidrmula’ that BPA may

accumulate in the fetal compartmetand that the fetus may be more vulnerable to BPA
than adults, measures protecting the fetus by reducing pregmanten’s exposure are
needed.
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Concern is such that the State of Connecticut peas$ell that bans BPA beyond baby
bottles. H.B. No. 6572, which was passed on Ju28@9, calls for a ban on BPA in
infant formula and baby food cans and jars, as agHll reusable food and beverage
containers, This law, which becomes effective on October 1,122Qvas passed with
only one vote in opposition and similar Bills a@wnpending in California, Michigan,
and New York€ Broader bans are also being considered federaihe United States,
with Senator Diane Feinstein and House RepreseatBtiward Markey introducing bills
that call for a nationwide ban on BPA in food amyérage containefe

House dust is another significant potential sowfoexposure as preliminary data from
the ongoing Canadian House Dust Study showed BRReithouse dust of 99% of
Canadian households. The median concentration@d ppb and the maximum of
23,840 ppb in house dust are notewortiBiven that household consumer products are
likely responsible for these levels, reduced BPA imssuch products (e.g., cosmetics)
would be an important part of risk reduction.

Exposure may also occur via the use of dental mtsgdsludge for agricultural purposes,
and water pipes. Research on the release of BRA diental products showed
concentrations of BPA in saliva of up to 105.6 jgpli hour and 3 houré.
Concentrations as high as 40 mg/kg of BPA werertedan municipal wastewater
sludge collected from sewage treatment plants ad@amada’ Additionally, the final
assessment notes that water pipes may be a rasienvBPA

Overall exposure for two- to five-year olds in No@arolinian daycares and homes was
estimated to be as high as 1570 mg/kg/daurther to this, a recent study which
showed that BPA either lingers longer in the bdtntpreviously thought or there are
"substantial” non-food exposures, suggests expssueelikely higher than previously

®Connecticut General Assembly. Public Act No. 09;1@8Act Concerning Banning Bisphenol-A in
Children’s Products and Food Products, Sessiom @29, H.B. No. 6572. Retrieved from
www.cga.ct.gov/2009/ACT/Pa/pdf/2009PA-00103-ROOHERD2-PA.pdfon August 5, 2009.

® Clean Water Action. Toxic Chemical Bisphenol-A @mBanned In Connecticut: State Action Sends
Message that the Public Supports Safer Produats. Ju1009. Retrieved frommww.cleanwateraction.org
on July 16, 2009.

" Senate. Ban Poisonous Additives Act of 2009, totha use of bisphenol A in food containers, and fo
other purposes, 11'1Congress, $Lsession, 2009, S. 593. Retrieved frotip://thomas.loc.gowdn August
5, 2009.

8 House. Ban Poisonous Additives Act of 2009, to thenuse of bisphenol A in food containers, and for
other purposes, 1§1Congress, i session, 2009, H.R. 1523. Retrieved frioitp://thomas.loc.gowsn
August 5, 2009.

° Government of Canada. Final Screening AssessimeRhenol, 4,4’ —(1-methylehylidene)bis- (BPA,
CAS No. 80-05-07). October 2008, p.45.

19 1bid, p.48

" bid, p.25

2 bid, p.6

3 |bid, p.54




thought.14 Currently known exposure levels and new availabldence warrant a broad-
based risk reduction approach to address exposures.

Recommendations

1. The Government of Canada should, as proposed, tre@ddition of BPA to the
List of Toxic Substances under CEPA, both formgacts on ecosystems and its
risk to human health.

2. The government should revise its risk management @ address the broader
use of BPA in order to minimize environmental aedlth-related risks to the
Canadian population, fetuses, and breast-fed @mldrhis plan should include:

a. The elimination of BPA-containing food and beveragatainers that
create direct exposures via their addition to PaftSchedule | of the
Hazardous Products Act.

b. The elimination of BPA use in consumer productschigontribute to
house-dust BPA levels via their addition to Part Echedule | of the
Hazardous Products Act.

c. Analysis of how polycarbonate water pipes mighteéase human and
environmental exposure to BPA. If there is sigmfitrisk of exposure to
BPA through water pipes, they should be also beadal Part | of
Schedule I of thélazardous Products Act.

14 Stahlhut, RW; Welshons, WV; and Swan, SH. Bisph@nData in NHANES Suggest Longer than
Expected Half-Life, Substantial Nonfood ExposureviEonmental Health Perspectives. Volume 117,
Number 5, May 2009.



Appendix A: List of recommendations in response to the prop@ser to add BPA to
Schedule 1 to the Canadian Environmental Prote&min1999. The submission was
made on July 7, 2009.

1.

The Government of Canada should, as proposed, tirdeddition of BPA to the
List of Toxic Substances under CEPA, both formigacts on ecosystems and its
risk to human health.

. The government should revise its risk managememt o address the broader

use of BPA in order to minimize environmental aedlth-related risks. This plan
should include the elimination of BPA-containingpéband beverage containers
that create direct exposures.

There is evidence that BPA may accumulate in tted ddmpartment and that
levels of exposure may be higher than for othegestaf life. Protecting the fetus
should therefore be a key focus of risk manageraetntities preventing harm to
human health.

Given that levels of BPA in breast milk can be adtras high as those found in
infant formula the protection of infants must gyted the elimination of
polycarbonate baby bottles and infant formula doets to include reducing
breast milk levels.

There is significant evidence for environmentalnhat present levels of
environmental release. Risk management of BPA shiv@refore involve a
broader reduction of use and release includingtgubsn with safer materials.
Given the high levels of BPA found in house dustréhshould be a particular
emphasis on reducing the use of the chemical isdétoald products which
contribute to this accumulation.

. Though it is unclear what levels of BPA might remai cosmetics, exposure

through cosmetic application would create a ridRABhould be added to the
cosmetics “Hot List” prohibiting its presence insoeetic products.
BPA-containing dental sealants may vary in the eype they create. The
government should explore whether BPA sealantaegded, ensure that only
safer ones are used, and promote the developm&mR/Affree alternatives.
The federal government should recommend againsigbef BPA-containing
municipal sludge for agricultural purposes. Giviea high levels that may be
found in sludge, this activity spreads BPA moreelycand can impact
ecosystems and create another source of humanwegbsough food.

10.More analysis is needed on the use of polycarbomater pipes and how they

might increase human and environmental exposuoaigir BPA dissolving in
water. If there is significant risk of exposureBBA through water pipes their use
should be addressed in the government’s risk maneageplan.



