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Farmers, while handling, mixing, carrying, or spraying them, are to be exposed to
agricultural chemicals. The degree of damage may vary according to the toxity, nature,
dilution and spaying methods of the chemicals, and to the types of the clothes they are
wearing, The chemicals are absorbed, through skin or by inhalation, into the human
body, The absorbtion through dermal of the chemicals is calculated as the most critical
cause, consisting of 87% of poisoning, It means it is very crucial to find the full cleaning
method of the clothes and the special ways to handle and deal with them, because skin
may absorb the rermaining substances from the wrongly cleaned working overalls,

This study aims at providing the primary data for diminishing the possible damage by
their improper chemical usages, This data can also be used for improving farmer’s work-
ing clothes which are sure to have had some weakness to contamination, and for
preparing the right ways to clean them after using. And this may be usefu] for stirring
up them so they be careful in the treatment of the chemicals or the contaminated
clothes, and finaily look to their own safety.

For the data, I distributed 340 questionnaires among the middle and highschool
students from the farmfamiles of the 3 different districts in Yeoju, Kyonggido, and also
inquired of the persons in charge of the chemicals and of laundry in each farnily. Among
the replies, 233 was classified as useful for my study, which I analyzed according to the
frequency and the percentage. The results are as these:

1. 64.3% of the farmers in the districts use the chemicals for 5~20 years, of whom

68.8% use them for rice plants,

2. To the question, “Do you think, if clothes are stained with the chemicals, it is poss-
ible for them to be a hazard to health?” 54.4% answered “Possible.” And to the
question, “Do you think the skin, if stained with them, would cause a long-term
health effects?” 61% answered “Very possible.”



. The subjects who answered they always feel habitual fatigue after the chemical
work was 9.9%, and headache 7.7%, dizziness 5.2%, eye irritation 3.0%, blurred
vision 5.2%, nose bleeding 0.9%, vomiting 3.9%, stormach cramp 0.4%, nauseation
3.0%, diarrhea 0.4%, weakness 3.4%, chest discomfort 0,5%, difficulty breathing
1.7%, muscle twitching 0.9%, skin irritation 1.7%, fast heartrate 1.3%, excess
sweating 4.7% and fever 1.7%.

. 73.4% of them answered that they feel, more or less, sure that the always working
clothes and protective equipment can protect them from the chemical hazards,

. As to the possibility of the contamination of working clothes by chemicals, 19,3%
answered “Yes,” And 11.6% gave the same answer to the question of the possi-
bility that the remnants on the clothes may transfer to skin.

. When I asked the person in charge of laundry, “Have you ever suffered from any
symptoms after washing the clothes?” I got answers “Yes” of 9.45% to nauseation,
10.3% to headache, 5.6% to diarrhea, and 5.2% to skin irritation unit,

. 74.7% answered they did not obtained educational information for the management
of chemical contaminated clothes, And 69.1% said they need to obtain educational
information about crease safety awareness of agricultural chemicals.
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