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Effect of Pesticide Exposure on Farmers’ Health
—A Study Based on Questionnaire in Shandong Province
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Abstract: In recent years abuse of chemical pesticides has been damaging farmers’ physical and mental

health.In some cases pesticide exposure has affected the physical quality of agricultural labor and the long—

term stable supply.The empirical research is conducted on the relationships between pesticide exposure and

farmers” health based on the survey data from farming households in Laiyang Laizhou and Angiu City in Shan—

dong Province.It was found that participation in the vegetable professional cooperation organization concern for

pesticide label before use and clean appliances have a significant influence on farmers’ health. Finally some

policy suggestions were proposed including the popularization of agricultural knowledge and the development of

rural cooperative organizations.
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