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On January 4, 2012, I introduced the Pesticide Education and Control 
Amendment Act of 2012, restricting the use of pesticides in the District of 
Columbia. In July of 2012, the D.C. Council unanimously passed the Act, and in 
October, it became effective. This legislation restricts the application of pesticides at 
District schools, day care centers, on District property, and on properties near 
waterways. In passing this legislation, the District took a big step forward in 
protecting its citizens, and particularly its children, from the harmful effects that 
result from pesticide exposure. 

I introduced this lawbecause a growing body of research shows that 
pesticides are toxic to human health and the environment, and because federal law 
does not do enough to protect us from these harms. Research increasingly links 
pesticide exposure to medical conditions such as cancer and diminished cognitive 
function, and moreover, the research shows that children are at an increased risk of 
suffering from pesticide exposure. When pesticides are applied to our lawns and 
fields, they wash into our storm drains and out into our streams and rivers, 
poisoning aquatic plants, animals, and any person or creature that might eat those 
plants or animals. What’s truly terrible about this, however, is that much of this 
toxic pesticide use is unnecessary, or for cosmetic purposes only.Integrated pest 
management techniques havedemonstrated that there are many less toxic 
alternatives and methods that can reduce the use of toxic pesticides while still 
keeping pests at bay. 
 When we first proposed this law, a few objections were raised. Some people 
were very concerned about outbreaks—bedbugs, poison ivy, and other harmful 
pests. However, our law, like Takoma Park’s proposed ordinance, provides 
exceptions to address this issue. The Pesticide Education and Control Amendment 
Act provides that DDOE can grant exemptions where the use of a restricted 
pesticide is linked to a need to protect human health, the environment, or property. 
It also excludes pesticides that are critical to the management of insects that bit or 
sting, plants that are poisonous to touch, and pests that may cause damage to 
infrastructure. 

Another objection that we heard frequently was that the U.S. EPA already 
reviews pesticides for safety before they can be registered for sale in the U.S., so 
why add regulations on top of their review? Well, there are a number of reasons: 
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First, although federal law requires EPA to review certain toxicity data on a 
pesticide before it may be registered, EPA’s review process is not exhaustive. The 
toxicity studies that EPA reviews do not include many disease endpoints such as 
immune system effects, endocrine or hormone disruptions, learning deficits, or 
chronic diseases such as Parkinson’s Disease. Peer-reviewed science has, however, 
linked all of the above to pesticide exposure.  At the hearing my committee held on 
the Pesticide Education and Control Amendment Act in February of 2012, multiple 
doctors testified to this point. 

Another problem with the federal process is that the data EPA reviews is 
supplied by the registrant, and therefore is generally based on tests performed by 
the chemical industry. A third major issue with EPA’s review is that it evaluates 
pesticides on their individual merit rather than against other pesticides, 
substances, or practices available for achieving the same purpose. For example, the 
chemical 2,4-dichlorophenoxy acetic acid (2,4-D), which was an ingredient in Agent 
Orange, is registered as a pesticide, despite the fact that many much safer 
alternatives exist. Finally, EPA’s review process is not actually a health-based 
assessment, but a risk-benefit assessment. This means that even if a pesticide does 
not meet the requisite safety standard, EPA may still register it if the economic 
value appears to outweigh the health risk.  

Because the federal process does not adequately protect people and the 
environment from the harms of pesticide use, local and state laws are extremely 
important. Legislation such as the District’s Pesticide Education and Control 
Amendment Act of 2012 and Takoma Park’s proposed Safe Grow Act of 2013 can 
bridge the gap in the federal process and provide the additional restrictions that are 
necessary to protect human and environmental health.  

A final objection we heard to our Act was that mandatory restrictions weren’t 
needed—that education and outreach alone would be sufficient to reduce 
unnecessary toxic pesticide use. Studies have shown that this is not the case, 
however. A 2004 review of pesticide use reduction programs found that education 
and outreach programs alone achieved a significantly lower rate of reduction that 
those supported by enforceable legislation, and that the most successful programs 
all had a mandatory legislative component.The most effective programs combined 
both mandatory use restrictions and educational campaigns.  

To that end, we included an educational component in the Pesticide 
Education and Control Amendment Act, establishing training requirements for 
applicators and publicly available courses on integrated pest management at UDC. 
I’m happy to see that Takoma Park’s proposed Safe Grow Act also includes an 
education and outreachprovision, which will increase the rate of compliance and 
reduce inadvertent violations. 

For the District, education about the Pesticide Education and Control 
Amendment Act was very important right from the start, in garnering support for 
the Act and getting it passed. Although we had the support of many environmental 
and community groups in passing the Act, it was initially opposed by the National 
Pest Management Association, a trade organization which represents local, DC-
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based pest management companies.  After significant work and outreach by my 
office to explain and revise the bill, however, the organization withdrew its 
objections. Their primary concerns stemmed from a misunderstanding of the bill—
although they at first saw it as a threat to their ability toprovide their services, they 
came to understand that the bill merely restricted the use of particularly harmful 
pesticides for which there are safer, effective alternatives. 

I believe action on pesticide use at the local level is vital to the protection of 
people and the environment from the harms of toxic pesticide exposure. The 
Pesticide Education and Control Amendment Act of 2012 is part of an overarching 
framework of legislation thatI have introduced with the goal of reducing the amount 
of toxic chemicals circulating in ourair, water, and soil. In 2008, I sponsoredand the 
Council passed legislation prohibiting the sale and use of coal tar pavement 
products in the District. Two years later, I introduced and the Council passed 
another law limiting the emission of harmful chemicals into our environment, the 
Human and Environmental Health Protection Act of 2010. This Act regulates the 
sale and manufacture of products containing bisphenol-A (BPA) and 
polybrominateddiphenylethers (PBDEs), phases out the use of perchloroethylene 
(PERC) in drycleaning, and reduces the percentage of phosphorus permitted in 
dishwashing detergent. These chemicals are linked to developmental disorders, 
cancer, and organ damage, among other harmful effects, and they have been 
increasingly finding their way from consumer products into our air, water, and 
bodies.  

Takoma Park’s proposed Safe Grow Act would not only help protect Takoma 
Park residents, it would also—and this is a big reason I appear before you today—
increase the health of District residents and waterways, by reducing the level of 
toxic pesticides in the Anacostia watershed. I applaud the Takoma Park City 
Council for its consideration of the proposed Safe Grow Act, and I urge its passage.   


