Criss, Jeremy

From: Criss, Jeremy
Sent: Tuesday, September 22, 2015 5:55 PM
To: Leventhal's Office, Councilmember; Floreen's Office, Councilmember; Berliner's Office,

Councilmember; Rice's Office, Councilmember; Katz's Office, Councilmember; Elrich’s
Office, Councilmember; Riemer's Office, Councilmember; Navarro's Office,
Councilmember; Hucker's Office, Councilmember

Cc: ‘Barbara Weitzer' (weitzer@starpower.net); 'weitzer@erols.com'; Hamlin, Joseph
Subject: Proposed Amendments to Bill 52-14 Pesticides
Attachments: AACAmendmentsPesticidelegislation.doc

Dear County Council Members:

Attached you will find the recommendatians from the Montgomery County Agricultural Advisory Committee regarding
the proposed amendments to Bill 52-14 on Pesticides.

Please let us know if you have any questions.

Thanks ]

Jeremy V. Criss

Agricultural Services Manager

Department of Economic Development
Agricultural Services Division

18410 Muncaster Road

Derwood, Maryland 20855

301-590-2830 (Office)

301-943-8766 (Cefl)

301-590-2839 (Fax)
jeremy.criss@montgomerycountymd.gov
http:/ /www.montgomerycountymd. gov/agservices
CONNECT WiTH Agricultural Services




AGRICULTURAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE

September 22, 2015
The Honorable George Leventhal
Montgomery County Council President
100 Maryland Avenue
Rockvilte, MD 20850

Dear Council President Leventhal: Re- Amendments to Pesticide Legislation

The Montgomery County Agricultural Advisory Committee-AAC met on September 15, 2015 to
discuss the amendments to the Pesticide Legislation Bill 52-14 as proposed by Council Member
Roger Berliner.

Council Member Berliner attended our meeting and he reviewed the reasoning behind the
amendments and he answered many questions from the Committee. While the AAC 1s very
appreciative for Mr. Roger Berliner’s alternative approach, the AAC remains opposed to Bill 52-
14. This Bill circumvents the authority of the Federal EPA and the Maryland Department of
Agriculture. Furthermore, the Committee does not believe Montgomery County tax payers can
afford the costs to implement this legislation.

We continue to feel this legislation is totally unnecessary because pesticides are closely and
carefully regulated with strict science at the Federal and State levels. The AAC further believes
that a better approach is more education and less regulation for Pesticide usage in Montgomery
County.

The AAC would like to thank you for the opportunity to present our views on amendments to the
Pesticide Bill 52-14 and please let us know if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

i /f.-
A

_David Weitzer, Chairman

Department of Economic Development-Agricultural Services Division
18410 Muncaster Road - Derwood, Maryland 20835 - 301/590-2823, FAX 301/590-2839



OFFICE OF THE COUNCIL PRESIDENT

MONTGOMERY COUNTY COUNCIL

ROCKVILLE, MARYLAND

Qctober 1, 2015

Mr. David Weitzer, Chariman
Agricultural Advisory Committee
18410 Muncaster Road
Derwood, MD 20855-1421

Dear Mr. Weitzer,

Thank you for sharing your views with me regarding Bill 52-14, Pesticides — Notice
Requirements — Non-Essential Pesticides — Prohibitions. I have made your correspondence
available to my Council colleagues, and I am pleased to respond on their behalf.

The Transportation, Infrastructure, Energy and Environment (T&E) Committee held public
hearings on the Bill on January 15 and February 12, 2015. The T&E Committee then held three
informational worksessions on the Bill on March 16, March 30 and June 15. An fourth T&E
Committee worksession was held on September 17, in which the Committee reviewed the
substance of the Bill.

In its September 17 worksession, the T&E Committee amended the Bill to remove the
prohibition on the application of pesticides on private property. In place of the introduced Bill’s
use restriction, the Committee-recommended Bill includes a number of other measures aimed at
reducing the use of pesticides on both public and private property. These measures include:
additional notice and disclosure requirements for pesticide applications by professional
applicators; a prohibition on the use of certain pesticides on playgrounds and children’s facilities;
a Countywide pesticide use reduction plan; unit owner approval requirements for pesticide use in
common ownership communities; and requirements to reduce the use of certain pesticides in
County parks.

Consideration and action on the Bill by the full Council is tentatively scheduled for October 6.
I appreciate having the benefit of your views.

Sincerely,

George Leventhal
President, Montgomery County Council

B. WERNER COUNCIL OFFICE BUILDING * 100 MARYLAND AVENUE * ROCKVILLE, MARYLAND 20850
240/777-7900 =+ TTY 240/777-7914 » FAX 240/777-7989
WWW.MONTGOMERYCOUNTYMD.GOV
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Montgomery bans cosmetic pesticides on lawns,

BY BiLL TURQUE

Montgomery County became
the country’s first major locality
Tuesday to ban the use of cosmet-
ic pesticides on private lawns,
concluding that the time-hon-
ored right of suburbanites to
maintain pristine green, weed-
free yards was superseded by a
body of scientific evidence link-
ing the widely used products to
cancer.

After three hours of sometimes

County cites cancer link;
opponents call bill
a government intrusion

emotional debate, which includ-
ed members recounting their
personal and family experiences
with cancer, the County Council
voted 6 to 3 to impose the ban on
the chemicals — all deemed safe

by the Environmental Protection
Agency when used appropriately
— effective at the beginning of
2018. The measure excludes agri-
cultural land, gardens and golf
courses and does not prohibit the
sale of lawn pesticides within the
county.

Nor is there a specific enforce-
ment provision in the law that
empowers county inspectors to
scrutinize homeowners’ lawns
for pesticide content. Like many
county regulations, it will depend

on citizen complaints. But advo-
cates discounted the lack of regu-
latory teeth and said the bill will
serve as a valuable tool to edu-
cateresidents on organic alterna-
tives.

The council’s acticn puts the
county on a very short list of
jurisdictions that have passed
similar bills: Takoma Park, Md.,
and Ogungquit, Maine, an ocean-
side community with a year-
round population of about 1,300.

“I believe we are acting in the

interests of public health today.’

said Council President George L. |

Leventhal (D-At Large), the bill’s
chief sponsor, who introduced
the measure nearly a year ago.

Opponents of the bill, includ-
ing homeowners and the lawn
care and chemical industries,
protested what they called an
unwarranted government intru-
sion into a traditional home-
owner right.

“I think this is a case of politics

PESTICIDES CONTINUED ON B2




Montgomery County first major locality to ban cosmetic pesticides

PESTICIDES FROM B1

trumping science and fact,” said
Karen Reardon, vice president of
public affairs for RISE (Responsi-
ble Industry for a Sound Environ-
ment), a national trade associa-
tion for pesticide manufacturers
and distributors.

Leventhal had to make a major
concession to achieve a winning
margin, agreeing to exempt the
county’s nearly 300 athletic play-
ing fields after opposition from
the soccer community and other
sports enthusiasts. The bill does,
however, establish a five-field
pilot program using organic
products. It tasks the county’s
parks department to develop a
plan to make all playing fields
pesticide-free by 2020.

The council’s two-thirds ma-
jority vote shields the measure
from veto by County Executive
Isiah Leggett (D). He voiced con-
cerns Tuesday about several as-

pects of the bill, including lan-
guage that appears to mandate
pesticide-free playing fields by
2020 no matter what the pilot
program shows.

“To me, that’s troubling,” Leg-
gett said.

The bill is a vivid example of
the geographic divide in county
politics, pitting a progressive,
left-leaning south against more
moderate areas in the center and
north. Not coincidentally, three
of the six votes in support of the
bill came from council members
who reside in Takoma Park: Marc
Elrich (D-At Large), Hans Riemer
(D-At Large) and Leventhal. The
southeastern Montgomery com-
munity was the center of a grass-
roots campaign to pass a county-
wide version of the bill.

Two of the bill’s three no votes
came from the central and north-
ern parts of the county, where
many homeowners oppose the
bill: Craig Rice (D-Upcounty) and

Sidney Katz (D-Gaithersburg-
Rockville).

Pesticide regulation is usually
a federal and state responsibility.
This year, the council heard testi-
mony from EPA and Maryland
Department of the Environment
officials, who said pesticides are
rigorously tested and safe when
used appropriately.

But proponents argued that
the government can't be relied
upon to protect residents from
toxins in the environment. They
cited, among studies, a 2013 re-
port by the Government Ac-
countability Office and the Natu-
ral Resources Defense Council
that said thousands of pesticides
were approved for use without
being fully tested for hazards to
human health.

Advocates said it was irrespon-
sible to wait for scientists to
establish a complete causal link
between pesticides and cancer,
contending that the record was

clear enough. They pointed to'a
2012 report from the American
Academy of Pediatrics that said
the data “demonstrates associa-
tions” between childhood pesti-
cide exposure and cancer, along
with decreased cognitive skills
and other disorders. Yet the study
stopped short of . favoring a
sweeping ban, saying that more
research is needed.

That was the principal argu-
ment of council member Roger
Berliner (D-Potomac-Bethesda),
who unsuccessfully offered a sub-
stitute bill that exempted private
land from the ban.

Berliner’s version of the legis-
lation banned pesticides on
county property and near day-
care centers, playgrounds and
waterways. But he contended
that most county residents were
unprepared for a sweeping ban.

“It would be like going from
zero to 60 in a nanosecond,” said

+ Berliner, a legislator with a

strong environmental record
who added that he “hated” voting:
against the bill.

The most memorable mo-
ments of the debate came when
council members Nancy Navarro
(D-Mid-County) and Nancy Flo-
reen (D-At Large) spoke about
their personal experiences with
cancer.

Navarro said she was haunted
by the memory of her father, a
petroleum engineer in robust
health taken quickly by pancreat-
ic cancer. “He looked me in the
eye” and wondered whether his
exposure to toxic chemicals had
taken a cumulative toll, Navarro
said.

Floreen, a breast cancer survi-
vor, said she thought those on
both sides were acting in good
faith.

But she added, “this is a very
personal thing for me, and it's a
personal thing for everyone.”

bill. turque @washpost.com




