Einai.lr. g
24 June 2006

NICNAS Existing Chemicals Program Review
GPO Box 58
Sydney NSW 2001

Thank you for the opportunity to submit my response to your Review and participate
in the community forum in Brisbane.

The Australian community already has concerns in the lack of assessment on the
impact of industrial chemicals on the environment and community health. The EU
estimates that 75% of chemicals within global trade have not been assessed, that is,
tested and evaluated. Thus, within Australia, the need for comprehensive testing is an
urgent priority, and industry needs to work closely with government and community
to reduce emissions from industrial chemicals.

[ endorse the basis of the new model, and argue for the inclusion of suggestions put
forward at the Brisbane forum. Although I have limited time to prepare this
submission due to studies, I perceive the most important points within the Review are

“the risk to children from household chemical products, personal care products and
cosmetics.

I endorse the concept of stakeholder’s concerns (3.3.1), and in implementing
programs to enhance communication channels to consumers, in particular, mothers
and carers of children. The susceptibility of pregnant mothers and young children
through the use of personal care products and cosmetics has been identified in
contemporary studies. Research in the US identifies that concentrations of chemicals
are “especially high” in children.
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As one of our most vulnerable groups of people, children must not be regarded as
merely ‘little adults” in addressing research in the fields of eco-epidemiology,
environmental pollution and associated legal/ethical concerns. Children are at risk to
exposure from indoor and outdoor air pollutants, chemicals, pesticides, fertilizers, and
medications; their metabolisms are particularly at risk due to their immaturity.
Further research is needed to understand, explain, and assist medical professionals,
parents and carers to make informed decisions on caring for children. In particular,
longitudinal studies as exampled within the AVON study of parents and children and
ALSPAC British studies provide models for researching longitudinal eco-

epidemiological data.

Although perceived difficulties arise in such a life-long cohort study, the value of
identifying environmental exposures from synthetic chemicals that impact on
childhood development is imperative, within Australia and globally. The CSIRO in
1998 identified the poor quality of air in Australia’s homes, and families may reside in
air contaminated with volatile organic compounds emitted from many sources, such
as consumer products. Researchers such as Kimmel argue that biomarkers and tools
need to be identified in defining normal mechanisms within a child’s development,

and in particular, within the area of risk and the environment.
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