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MO.tion is on adoption of Hol,lse Amendment. "A". Will 

you remark? 'Will you remark on . .House Amendment ''A"? 

The Chambe'r stand at ease. for a moment. 

(Chamber at ease.) 

The Chamber will come ba.ck to order. The Chair 

recognizes Represent.ati ve Merrili. 

REP·. MERRILL: (54th) 

Than'k you, .Mr. Speaker. I would make a motion that we 

pass this item temporarily. 

DEPUTY SPEAKER O'ROURKE: 

Motion is to pass temporar.i.ly. Without -objection, the 

•• e. .item is passed temporarily . 

Mr. Clerk, please call Calendar 127. 

THE CLERK: 

.: 

On Page 31, Calendar 127, Substitute for House Bill 

Number 5126 AN ACT ESTABLISHlNG A_CHEMICAL INNOVATIONS 

INSTITUtE AT THE UNIVERSITY OF CONNECTICUT. Favorable 

Report .of t'he Commit·tee on Appropriati:;o.ns. 

DEPUTY SPEAKER O'ROURKE: 

The Chair recognizes the Chairman of the Environment 

Committee, Representative Roy. 

REP. ROY: (l19th) 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I move acceptance of the 

•• Joint Committ.ee' s Favor·able Report and passage of the Bill. 
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• DEPUTY SPEAKER O'ROURKE: 

Motion is on acceptance and passage. W£11 you remark, 

sir? 

REP . .ROY: (!19th) 

Yes, thank y6u, Mr. Speaker. Mr. Speaker, what we're 

doing with this is to establish a chemical institute at 

UConn Health Center and it's to work with businesses~ state 

agencies, nonprofit· organizat£ons, community groups, to 

help us understand what is out there, what chemicals are 

out there and what possible alternatives are available. 

I'm going to move passage, bUt before that, Mr. 

••• 
Speaker, the Cierk has an Amendment, Leo 4313. I ask that 

it be called and I be allowed to sununarize. 

DEPUTY SPEAKER O':ROURKE: 

Mr. Clerk, please call LCO 4313 d~signated House 

Amendment "A;'. 

THE CLERK: 

LBO Number 4313, House "A" offered by Representative 

Roy. 

DEPUTY SPE'AKER 0' ROURKE: 

Representative 'Roy, do you care to sumrnari.ze? 

REP. ROY:. ( 1.19th) 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Mr. S~eaker, what this does 

••• is, it ·remov.es :Lines 94 and 95 in their entirety. We do 
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not need them. The statutes already cover the issue of 

lobbying by qu~si-public agencies. 

I move adoption. 

DEPUTY SPEAKER O'ROURKE: 

Motion is on adoption. Will you remark? Will you 

remark on Hou~e ~A"? Representative Chapin. 

REP. CHAPIN: (67th) 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Throu~h you a question to the 

proponent, please. 

DEPUTY SPEAKER O'ROURKE: 

Proceed. 

•• REP. CHAPTN: ( 67tb) ,_:;, 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker~ It's my understanding based 

on ~hat wa~ just Stated, that the purposes of those lihes 

will'more or less still be in tact even after we remove 

them because it's addressed elsewhere in the statute. Is 

that correct? Through you; Mr. Speaker . 

.DEPUTY SPEAKER O'ROURKE: 

Representative Roy. 

REP. ROY: (11.9t'h) 

Thank you. Through you, Mr. Speaker, yes.~ that is 

correct. 

DEPUTY SPEAKER O'ROURKE: 

• Representative Chapin. 
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• ·REP. CHAPIN: (67th) 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. And I believe it's Section 1-

101(bb), which talks ~bout lobbyists for quasi-public 

agencies and state agencies. 

So it's the gentleman's understanding that·this new 

institute, that this Bill conte~plates creation of, would 

fall under the quasi-public agency or state agency 

definition? "Through you, Mr. Spe_a ker. 

DEPUTY SPEAKER O'ROURKE: 

Representative Roy. 

REP. ROY: (i19th) 

• Thank yo-.i:J.•. Through you, Mr. Speaker, yes, that is the 

proper cite. 

DEPUTY SPEAKER Q'·ROURKE: 

Representative Chapin. 

' REP. CHAPI~: (67th) 

Than.k you, Mr. Speaker. I thank the gen-tleman for his 

answer and-encourage my colleagues to support the 

Amendment. 

DEPUTY SPEAKER O'.ROURKE: 

Very goo.d. Will you rema.rk on House .Amendment "A"? 

Will you ~emark further? I£ not, I'll try your minds. 

All those in favor of the Amendment signify by saying 

• Aye. 
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• REPRESENTATIVES: 

Aye. 

DEPUTY SPEAKER O'ROURKE: 

Those opposed, Nay. The Ayes have it. The Amendment 

is adopted. 

Will yo.u remark on the Bill as amended? Will you 

·remark? If not, staff and guests to tne well of the House. 

Members take the·ir .seats. The machine will be opened. 

'THE CLERK·: 

The Hou·se of Representatives is voting by Roll Call. 

Members to the Chamber. 

• n"A The House is voting by Roll Call. .Members to the 

Chamber, please •. 

DEPUTY SPEAKER O'ROURKE: 

Ha.ye all Members voted?: Have all Members voted? 

Please check. the machi.ne to. mak.e sure your vote i.s proper'ly 

r·ecorded. 

If all Mer'nbers.have voted, the machine will be locked. 

Mr. Clerk, please take the tally and announce it when 

you're ready. 

THE CLERK:. 

House. Bill Number '5126 as amended by Hous.e. "A". 

Total Numbe·r Voting 141 

• Necessary for Passage 71 
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•• Those voting Yea 140 

Those voting Nay 1 

"Those absent and not voting 10 

DEPUTY SPEAKER 0 ,·ROURKE : 

The Bill as amended pa$ses. 

The Chair recognizes Representative Olson . 

. REP. OLSON~ (46th) 

Good afternoon, Mr. Speaker. 

DEPUTY SPEAKER O'ROURKE: 

G.ood afternoon. 

REP~ OLSON~ (46th) 

• Mr. Speaker, I move for iiTIIJlediate t-ran:smi ttal of. all 

items acted upon, which need fu~ther action in the Senate. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker . 

.DEPUTY SPEAKER O'ROURKE: 

The motion is on immediate transmittal. Hearing no 

objection, so ordered. 

Mr. Clerk, please call Calendar 136. 

THE CI,.ERK: 

On Page 32, Calendar 136, Substitute :for House Bill 

Number 5457 AN. ACT CONCERNING PENALTIES FOR HARM TO 

.VULNERABLE USERS OF A PUBLIC WAY. Favorable Report of t.he 

Committee on Judiciary . •• DEPUTY SPEAKER O'ROURKE: 
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Calendar page 11, Calendar 488, House Bill 5297, 

move to place the item on the consent calendar. 

THE CHAIR: 

Without objection, so ordered. 

SENATOR LOONEY: 

Thank you, Mr. Pre.sident. 

Cal.endar page 11, Calendar 4'90, House Biil 5425, 

move to place t'he item on the consent calendar. 

THE CHA-IR: 

Without obj·ec.tion, so ordered. 

SENATOR LOONEY.: 

Thank you, M~. President . 

Calendar page l2, Calendar 496, House Bill 5497, 

moye to p1ace the item on the consent calendar·. 

T.HE CHAIR: 

Without objection, ~o ordered.· 
-·-: .. 

SENATOR LOONEY: 

T.haiJ.k you, Mr. President. 

Calendar page ~3, Calendar 509, Hou~e Bill 5126, 

~ove t~ place the item on the consent. calendar.· 

THE" CHAIR: 

Seeing no bbjection, so ordered. 

SENATOR LOONEY: 

Thank you, Mr.. President. 
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Calendar page 10, Galend.ar 461, House Bill 5207; 

Calepdar 483, ·House Bill 5244. 

Calendar 484, on page 11, House Bill 5383; Calendar 

487, House Bill 5220; Calendar 488, House Bill 5297·; 

Calendar 490,· 5425 ·-- House; Calendar 496, House Bill 

5497; Calendar ~09, House Bill 5126. 

Calendar page 14, Calendar 511, House Bill 5527; 

·Calendar 514, House Bill 5426; Calendar 516; House Bi-ll 

5393. 

Calendar page 15, Calendar 520, House Bill 5336; 

Calendar 521; ~duse Bill 5424; Calendar 523, House Bill 

5223; Calendar 525, House Bill 5255 . 

Calendar page 16, Calendar 531, House Bill 5004. 

Calendar page 17, Calendar 533, House Bill 5436; 

C~lendar 540, HoUse eill 5494; Calendar 543, House Bill 

5399. 

Calendar page 18, Calendar 544, House Bill 5434; 

Cal~rtdar 547~ House Bill 5196; Calendar 548, House Bill 

5533; C~lendar 549, House Bill 5387; Calenda~ 550, House 

Bill 5471; Calendar 551, House Bill 5413; Calenda~ 552, 

House B'ill 5163; Calenda·r 553·, House Bill 5159. 

Calendar page 19, Calendar 554, House Bill 5164 . 
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Calendar page 20, Calendar 556,_House Bill 5498; 

004126. 

Galendar 557, _Hous_e Bill 5270; _559, House Bill 5407; 56'2, 

House Bill 5253; and Hbus~ Bill ~- Calendar 5~3, House 

Bill 5~40; Calendar 567; House Bill 5371; and Calendar 

573, I-Jouse Bill 5'371. 

Mr. President, I believe that _compl_etes the items 

THE CHAIR: 

Mr:. Clerk, could you please give me on Calendar 567, 

do you have 5516, sir? 

THE CLERK: 

What -- what calendar? 

THE CHAIR: 

567 on page 22. 

THE CLERK: 

It's 5516. 

THE CHAIR: 

Yes, sir. Okay. 

Ma.chine ' s open. 

THE CLERK: 

An immediate roll call vote hC!,s been ordered in the 

Senate on the· consent calendar. Will all Senat_ors please 

return to the_ chamber. Immediate roll_call has been ordered iii the Senate on the 

.~ilsent calendar. Will all Senators please return to the chamber, 
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THE CHAIR: 

573 
May 5, 2010 

Have all Senators vo.ted? Please check your. 

vote. The machine will be locked. ~he Clerk 

will call the tally. 

THE CLERK: 

Motj,.on .:l.s on adopt·ion of Consent 

Calendar Number 2. 

Total number voting 35 

Neces·sary f·or Adopt.ion 18 

Those. voting "Yea 35 

Those voti,ng Nay· 0 

Those absent and not voting 1 

THE CHAIR: 

Conse.nt Calendar Number 2 passes. 

Senator. Looney. 

SENATOR LOONEY.: 

Y~s,·Mr. ·pr~sident. 

M~. President -- Mr. Pr~sident, before 

moving to adjourn, I would like to. ensure the 

entire chamber will wish Laura Stefan, S~nator 

McDonald'. s aide,. my former intern, a happy 

birthday. 

And wi.t·h that --and w.ith.that, Mr. 

•. Pre.sident, I would move the s·enate stand adjourn 
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REP. CHAPIN: Either way_ is _good a·s long as it gets 
done? 

LARRY MARSICANO:· Like I said, yeah, 
for any measures at this point. 
movement forward. I'm riot sure 
better than the other. 

we•re looking 
Any positive 

if one is 

REP. CHAPIN: Okay. Thank you very much, and 
than~s for coming- up today, Larry. 

REP. ROY: -·Thank you. Any other questions or 
comments from.members of the Committee? 
Seeing none, Mr. Marsicano,_ thank you very 
'much. _One thing I forg9t to mention, and the 
regulars know, tne· first ho'lJ,r is devoted to 
public officials. If we still. have public 
officials_ left on_ ·the list at that hour, we 
then alte_rnate be.tween the public and pul:>lic 
officials until the officials are .out of h-ere. 

·-Next, Repr.esentative Lonnie 'Reed. 

REP. REED: qood morning. I promis:e I • 11 get out 
of here the minute I -- · (laughter) .. Good" 
mornin,g, Cha,irrnan Roy, Chairman Meyer, and 
marvelous members. Vice Chairman Hurlburt, I 
see. 

My name is Lonnie Reed, the State 
Representative from the 102n_d District· in 
Branford, and I am testifyi~g in_ support of 
two- bills, the first one being H.B. 5126, An 

·Act Establishing a Chemical Innovations 
Institute at UCONN Health Cent.er. 

As we all know, ~he green chemistry movement 
is growing,. and major efforts are under way 
here in the United States and abroad to 
restrict or eliminate the use of suspect _ 
chemicals in all kinds of products, replacing 
them ~ith safe alternatives. I am convinced 

ooJ 
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that creating a Chemical Innovations Institute 
at the UCONN Health Center is an idea whose 
time has come. The Institute would be 
proactive rather than reactive, enabling 
scientists, health profess.ion·als, industry 
representatives and regulators to work 
togethe·r in an ongoing effort to anticipate 
chemical policy initiatives from the _European 
Union and a growing number of states, 
including California, Washington state, 
Michigan, .Minnesota and Maine, ju.st to name a 
few. 

The I"nstitute would help companies t·rack 
regu~atory trends and make sense of new 
requirements. It c~:mld assist in training_, 

· oc.cupat~·onal _health and safety in 
environmental staff, and the dissemination of 
best practices for chemical management. 
Connecticut· companies must develop programs to 
respC?~d to these -new market requirements, and 
a Chemical Innovations Institute could be a 

·very attractive new resource for protecting 
the jobs and the health of Connecticut 
resfdents and those around the world, quite 
frankly. 

As a business person myself who works 
constantly to anticipate and respond to 
trends, I know it is suicidal to just sit back 
and watch and not take action as markets close 
their doors to your products. A Chemical 
Innovations Institute could be good for the 
health of consumers, good for t~e fiscal 
health of manufacturers and for the thousands 
of people who work for them. 

I am also ~:j~peaking today in favor of 
H.B. 5130, AN ACT CONCERNING CHILD SAFE 
PRODUCTS. Again, ·parents the world over are 
growing·more militant when it comes to the 
composition of toys, food containers, jewelry 

·ooo3"2B 
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REP. REED: Well, I think, as· you know, 
Representative Bye, because you're very, very· 
involved in these kinds of is~ues. as well, 
that there are already these inters.tate 
agreements and actu~lly even international 
lists that are being developed that -are 
showing you which chemicals are really ~n the 
hit list and are .coming next. I mean, when 
you sit and tqlk with parents. and moms and 
they use ·w9rds like phth~lates and, you know, 
I mean, it's the whole language that's 
changed.· 

Peqple who are very, very concerned parents 
really ~n4erstand what these things are. So 
I'm really convinced that by talking about 
this and. getting the industry involved, I know 
a lot of ·p-eople are going to speak about this 
in a pUblic healtn way,·-. and I obviously share 
tho·se feelings, b~t I thought as a business 
person I could also share the perspective that 
I find it's really bad business to not look at 
where life is going and where regulations are 
going and where-markets are going. And to 
,ignore it and hope it all goes away, or put 
your money into expensive lobbyists to try·to 
k.~ep _the inevital:>le from happening, I don't 
think that's good business. 

REP. ROY: Thank you. Any other questions or 
comments from members of the committee? 
Representative Davis. 

REP. DAVIS: Thank you, Mr. Chair. Good morning, 
Lonnie. 

REP. REED: Good morning, Mister Mentor. 

REP. DAVIS: You do.outstanding work. You m~st. 
h~v~ a very good teacher. In any case., you 
know, over the years, with your support and 
the support of many members ot" the Committee, 

000331 
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we've looked at bills that seek to eliminate 
certain chemicals in products, and I'm looking 
at .the two bills you.• re supporting· here. 

The Chemical Innovations Institute, more or 
less tracking some of these products and so 
on, do you ·pave. any idea if this institute 
could: al.so work on anticipating some of the 
substitutes to these products .and what they 
may or may not do? I'm finding that we find a 
product that's toxic, we eliminate it or get 
it elim:i.p.ated or pass legislation that 
prevents it from being in our toys or some of 
the other product, and then we find out its 
substitute is just as toxic. .So what I'm 
looking to ask for is, is this institute 
possibly able to work on substitutes and test 
things that might be ·safe rather than just 
simply sUbstitutes? · 

REP. REED.: Absolutely.. I think that's. one of the 
·reasons we really need this. And it actually 
would be based on a model of the Toxic Use 
Reduction Institute. in Massachusetts. So 
there' are these organizations that are 
beginning to be put together, using the best 
brains and also bringing the industry in as 
well, and designing phase-outs that don't do 
it on an ad hoc way that suddenly leaves us 
out there perhaps chqosing substitu~es that 
aren't ready for prime. time, but really, 
really examining t'he· whole thing in a 
big-picture way. 

REP. ·D-1\VIS: '!'hank you. Thank you, Mr. Chair .. 

REP. ROY:· Thank you. Any other questions or 
comments· from members of the Committee? 
Seeing none,. thank you very much, Lonnie. 

REP. REED: Thank you.very much . 

000332 
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SENATOR MEYER: Good . 

KEITH AINSWORTH: Thank you very much. 

REP. ROY: Thank you. Any other questions or 
comments fiom members of the Committee? 
Seeing none, Keith, thank you very much.· 
Dr. Mark Mitchell followe~ by Ron .Faanes. 

MARK MITCHELL: Good ~orning, Senator Meyer, 
·Representative Roy and·members of the 
Committee. In my testimony I put afternoon, 
because I never talk to you this early. ~Y 

name is Dr. Mark Mitchell ?nd ';I'm president of 
the Connecticut Coalition for Environmental 
Justice, and I'm here to testify in favor of 
H.B~ 5130, An ~ct Concerning Child Safe 
Products, and H.B. 5126, An Act Establishing a 
Chemical Inn,qvations Institute, and I···d also 
like to comment on H.B. 512i, An Act 
Concerning Revisions :of the Environmental 
Justice Community Statute. 

As you know, environmental justice refers to 
the fact·that environmental hazards are 
disproporti9nately suffered by low-income 
communities·and communities of color. 
Although with chemical policy; ali. communities 
are affected, we oftentimes find that this is 
~till the case. These bills call for policies 
to prevent harm before damage is done and to 
requi.re that. businesses and governments choose 
the safest ~lternatives in. a compreh~nsive 
fashion rather than a chemical-by-chemical 
approach. 

The. Child.Safe Products Act, .. H.B. 5130, ·seeks 
to pinpoint toxic chemicals of greates.t 
concern in ch~ld~en's products· and works to . 
phase out these chemicals so it can protect 
the health of our children. The other hili, 
5126, seeks to establish an ins'titute to wQrk 
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with Connecticut business to find safer 
substitu,tes .. Both these bills are budget 
neutral. 

We •ve been meeting with the University o.f 
Connect·icut businesses and with the 
Connecticu~ Business and Industry Association 
to .try t·o make .. sure that the chemical 
innovations institute is of substantial 
benefit.to Connecticut manufactuz:ers in 
maintaining competitiveness and creating new 
green jobs. 

The results of current governmental policies 
is that toxic sUbstances come into our bodies, 
often without our knowledge o~ consent. 
Approximately 80, 000 chemic_als ar·e licensed 
for use in commerce tod,ay. The U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency has estimated _ 
that f·ewer than 10 percent of the industrial 
chemicals-produced in the largest · 
quantities -- that's over a million pounds per 

. year -- have undergone even a 1 imi t·ed set of 
tests to ass.ess the health eff_ects. No 
premarke~ safety testing or ~pproval has been 
required under any _federal law for chemicals 
in c·os~etics, toys, clothing, carpets or 
construction materials, to riame just a few 
obvious s_ources of chemical exposure in 
everyday life. 

These dange-rous products end up all too often 
buried in landfills, or in Connecticut, burned 
in .incinerators in low-income communities and 
communities of color. These communities pay a 
very high cost in terms of increased levels of 
asthma 1 canc.er 1 diabetes and SO forth as a 
result of exposure to the toxins that are in 
these products. 

I'd also like to say a few words regarding An . \!(), 5 \a\ 
Act Concerning Revisions to the Environmental 
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And again,.back to that 2005 document from the 
·university of Connecticut saving $20 mi+lion 
worth of healthcare costs. by utilizing this 
fuel·not only· in our-vehicles, but in our 
heating oil. God knows-Connecticut is one of 
the biggest uses of heating oil in the world; 
I ·believe. I'm not sure. We use an awful lot 
of it~ Using bio in there would reduce a lot 
·of stuff that's coming out from the chimneys, 
sulfur and carbon -- all kinds of stuff. So I 
applaud you for your efforts and l thank you 
for testifying. Thank you. 

REP. ROY: Thank you. Any other.questions or 
comments .from me~ers of the Committee? 
Seeing .none, thank you. very much, Joel-. 

JOEL RINEBOLD: Thank you. 

REP. ROY: Ann Hulick followed by Paul Hoar. 

)Urn_ H'a_LICK: Gopd afternoon. Good afternoon, 
Se.nator Meyer; R_epresentative Roy and members 
of the Enviro~ment Colllmittee. Thank you for 
the. opportunity t·o provide testimony on behalf 
of the Conne.cticut· Nurses Association, the 
professional organization for over 52,000 
registered nurses in the State of· Connecticut .. 

CNA st:r;-ongly supports two bills today, House 
Bill ·5130, AN ACT CONCERNING·CHl:LO SAFE .. . 

PRODUCTS, and_House Bill· 5126, AN ACT 
ESTABLISHING A CHEMICAL .INNOVATIONS· INSTITUTE 
AT THE UNIVERSITY OF CONNECTICUT. First, 
House Bill '5130 'builds upon Connecticut 
successes in phasing out toxic chemicals such 
as leaq anCl Bispheno~-A. from children's 
products.. While Connecticut now has the 
strongeE!t stand on Bisphenol-A_in the coUntry, 
we will not. ·be successful in reducing exposure 
to toxic chemicals by phasing them out one 
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/ 

toxic chemicals. The Connecticut Nurses 
Associa.tion strongly supports this bill. 

In addition, House Bill 5126 is. -a win-win for 
Connecticut !=iti,zens and Connecticut industry. 
The chemica.l innovations institute proposed in 
this bill would provide much needed support to 
state b~sinesses and industry by serving as a 
one-stop shopping resource to honor businesses 
with research and tec:hnical information on 
safer alternatives. It. will also help protect 
public health by assisting industries, ·moying 
to safer alte~natives, and thereby reducing 
costs of each. individual business doing it on 
their owrL : Again-, Connecticut Nurses 
Association· strongly House Bill 5126 and 5130, 
both for reasons of improving public health 
and improving economic industry in the State 
o.f Connecticut. 

REP. ROY: ":!?hank you. '· 

Any questions or comments from members of the 
Committee? 

Seeing none, Ann, thank you Very much. 

Paul Ho·ar followed by Kachina Walsh-W~aver. 

PAUL HOAR: Good morning, sir. How are you t:oday? 
~d it's Paul Hoar, H;-o-·a-r. Let's not be 
bashful. Representative Hurlburt and members 
of this committee, ··I'd ·like t6 make these 
comments in support of Senate Bill 118. 

My name is Paul Hoar. I'm president of 
AgriFuels LLC, a biodiesel quality consulting 
company.located in Glastonbury, Connecticut. 
AgriFuels assists biodiesel producers, 
marke.te·rs and laboratories nationally to 
achieve the quality BQ 9000 certific·at·ion 
endorsed by ·the National Biodiese1.Board and 
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there for it, but that's probably one of the 
best incentives to build affording housing· 
that I've seen, and quite often, that would 
not entai1 going into environmentally 
sensitive·areas. 

But ~gain, .I. thank you for your testimony and 
I'm glad you're supporting this bill. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman . 

. REP . ROY: . Thank YC?U. 

Any other questi.ons or comments from members 
of the.Committee? 

Seeing npne, Kachina, thank you. Nice.job. 

KACHINA WALSH~WEAVER: ·Thank you. 

REP. RO:Y: Caroline Sterns followed by El.izabeth 
Gara. 

Before you start., Caroline; .for those of you 
who are not.familiar with ou:z:: process here, 
youire seeing committee members coming and 
going. There are several hearings going on, 
different committees. Members of this 
committ.ee are· also members of· s.ome of the 
other co~mittees, so they're tr}'irig to keep 
abreast .of what'~:;~ going on, in two different 
rooms. So do not take it as they're not 
interested in what you have to say, but that 
they're trying to do the job as best they can. 
Thank you. 

CAROLINE STERNS: Gqod afternoon, members of the 
Committee. My name is .Caroline Sterns ari.d I.'m 
from Mansfield, Connecticut. My daughter 
walked thro~gh the door. Her·face was dark 
and foreboding. She said, "Mom, I have 
cancer." It's my hc;:>pe that one day in 
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Connecticut, there will be a time when mothers 
never have to live that moment. They'll never 
have to se·e that look on the fa·ce of a f.amily 
member. I wish for mothers to never have to 
sit through long, grueling chemo treatments 

.for a. son or· a daughter. 

It was October 2008 when my daughter at then 
a.ge 28 came home with that frightening news. 
It was not long .after that the test revealed 
she ·was harboring Stage IV Hodgkin's. lympP,oma 
cancer, which is iinked with chemicals.. After 
12 rounds of .. chemotherapy from the· Farmingt.on 
UCONN Medica'! Center, I'm ecstatic· t·o ·say my 
daughter is cancer free at ·this time. It has 
impacted all our lives. Loss of.work time, 
~xtreme medical pills, compromising hE;!r future 
health. Ther.e ' s .a ·one, a. :five, a ten -year 
plan for control, and watching followed by a 
lif.etime plan. 

Childhood and youth should be pro.tected from 
the onslaught of everyday ch~micals. Children 
don't re.ad labels.. Children don't volunteer 
to absorb these substances. Our jobs as 
adults, as parents, as leaders and as 
government is to protect the innocent·. Let us 
work to give them back·their freedom of 
knowing their environment at home, at school 
and in ·our communities is safe.' If we act 
today, i.f. we bear to be so bold as to enact 
protected legislation, then the day wil.l come 
when mothers· won't hear, . "Mom, 1 have cancer." 

REP .. ROY: Thank you. Very poignant t·estimony,. and 
I'm glad that.your daughter is doing well at 
this time. ·You'll have our prayer~ as she 
continues to.do so. Any comments or questions 
from members of the committee? Represent~t·ive 
Urban. 

REP. URBAN: Thank you, Mr. Chairman, and thank you· 
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very much for your testimony. I would merely 
add to this that it is time for the'state to 
move fo;rward on this, because the federal 
government, looking at TSCA, which is supposed 
to··.be protec.ting our children, and we know 
that there are 82,000 chemicals that. have been 
introduced, and of those 82,000, five have 
actually· :been banned. · So it's time for our 
state t~ move up to protect our chiidren. And 
I, too, am very happy th~t your daughter is 
now cancer free, b'!J.t I think that we forget 
some of the stat·~stics that are out there, 
like a child by the age of five has· inge·sted 
seven pounds of herbicides, pes:ticides, 
-artificial colors and artificial flavors. And 
the impact, the_long-term impact can be 
frightening. 

CAROLINE STERNS: And it's pes.ticides that seem to 
be the finger for Hodgkin 1 s lymphoma, which is 
prevalent-mostly in young people 18 to. 30. 

REP. URBAN: You're absolutely right . 

CAROLINE STERNS:. They're im:pacting our work force, 

REP. URBAN.: And of cours_e, as I s·ay innumerable 
times, if we ·would look at the long-term costs. 
when we're discussing the effect of some of 
these chemicals, it would just become obvious 
that this is something that we need to-move 
on. :So than_k .you so much for your testimony. 
Thank. you, _Mr. Cha.:i.rma.n. 

REP. ROY: Thank you. Any other qu·estions or 
comments? Seeing none, thank you very much, 
carolirte. 

CAROLINE STERNS: ·Than~_you ·for letting me support 
Bill 5126 and 5130 today. 

REP. ROY: Elizabeth Gara followed by Rhonda 
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Any other questions or comments? 

Seeing none, thank you, Elizabeth .. 

Rhonda Sherwood followeq by Ann Berman. 

RHONI>A SHERWOOD.: Senator Meyer, Representative Roy 
·and the members of the Environmental 
Committee~ thank you for allowing me to speak. 

My name is Rhonda Sherwood. I liye in Dari.en, 
Connect:i,.cut, and. I'm here because I strongly 
support House Bill 5126, AN· ACT ESTABLISHING A 

.CHEMICAL-tNNOVATIONS INSTITUTE, and House_ 
Bill 5130., AN ACT CONCERNING CHILD SAFE 
PRODUCTS. 

I'm a mother of three children. I am also the 
Vice-Chairman of the Mount Sinai Ch;i.ldren's 
Environmental Health Cent-er in New York, 
working unc;ier Dr. Phillip Landrigan, who is a 
pediatrician and a Chairman of the Department 
of Preventive Medicine at Mount Sinai. He is 
also the leadirtg_cortsultant physician to the 
World Health Organization, teaching 'them about 
the relationship between environm~ntal- toxins 
and human hea_lth, and he is also tbe physician 
.who back in the 1970s did the_ research that 
resulted in lead being removed from gasoline 
and paint. 

Both bills are of monumental im~o.rtance to me, 
because thrc;mgh my work at Mount Sinai, I 'ye 
learned that there is _peer-reviewed_ research 
tha,t suggests t;h_ere' s a link between expo·sure 
to environmental t_oxins and human health; 
~specially a·s it relates to unborn ·fetuses· and 
young children. If I could quote from 
Dr. Landrig~n in an article that appeared in 
the New York Times last week entitled "Do . -

Toxins Cause Autism," he said, "The crux of 
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this is.brain development. If babies are 
exp·osed iri. the w.omb or shortly after birth to 
chemical• that interfere with brain 
development, the consequences last a 
lifetime ... 

I ·applaud you, for banning BPA last year·, and I 
like House Bill ·Si26 because what it does is 
it· protects· pregnant womeri and men of 
child-rearing age from toxic chemicals, and i~ 
provides cutting-edge information in how they 
can protect themeelves when they•re'in 
child-bearing years, be it :before and beyond . 

. And I'm .hoping that Mount Sinai could provide 
some information to aid the workers in 
Connecticut t.o. protect their children and 
themselves. 

000411 

And of course, I like the house bi.ll that 005\.&0 
protects children f:z::om toxins that are in 
products intended for children. What is great 
is that the·se bills avoid having to ·pass the 
bill at a time as· information about riew 
chemicals emerge. And the reason I put these 
products up her.e is.because just at the end of 
January, a researcher at Mount Sinai that 
works under Dr. Landrigan, -her name is 
Stephanie Engel, publ.ished a peer-reviewed· 
article tha·t s·aid that phthalat.es and other 
hormone-disrupting chemicals -- the phthalates 
are.in the ·products I'm.showing here, ones 
that people use eve.ryday, a:re exhibiting the 
tendency to cause. children to get ADH~ and 
autism. So to the extent that we can, protect 
our children, and even pregnant moms frC?m 
using products with safer a1t:ernatives that 
are cost effective, I think that would be 
great information that we could share to 
others. 

I also just want to quickly say that I have 
been. -- I put together a fund raiser for 
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Dr. Landrigan to raise research to t-ry and 
identify the toxins suspected of causing harm 
in children.. We • ve got 90 women from 
Connecticut, mainly ·-- and some from New York 
and Westche~t~r, :who are on the same page .as I 
am in terms of h<?ping that we'll be able to do 
a better job le-gislatively in protecting our 
kids. Thank y_ou. 

REP. ROY: Thank you. I was under the impression 
that in 2o:oa, President Bush si91:1ed a bill in 
washington to ban phthalate.s. .Do you ·know? 

RHONDA SHERWC?OD: It • s a bill that protects -- it· 
bans phthalates in .children's products, but we 
believe that the main way phthalates are 
exposed to unborn children and young children 
is through repeated use of many products 
during ·the day .. Anything that•~ got a 
synthetic fragrance, if you look at the back 
of this label, you will not see the word 
phthalate, but the FDA right now allows the 
word i•fragrance•i to be a catchall phrase that 
indicates the presence of many, many 
chemicals, inciuding phthalates. 

And we think it•~ because -- let•s say· a 
pregnant mother shampoos her hair, uses 
.deodorant, might- us·e a body lot fan, has a 
Glade Plug-In in several rooms· in her house 
and then drives her brand.new car, which is 
off gas arid PVC, .which is a different kind of 
p~thala~e actually not related to Dr. Engel's 
study, but eq,ually disconcerting, that • s· 
what•s not been covered. And wh,ile a child 

.·mouthing a phthalate-l.aden toy is of concern, 
Or. Landrigan • s re·al concern is exposure to 
the unborn fetus- as the brain is developing. 

REP. ROY-: Thank you. · I wasn • t aware that that was 
happening_. I was pleased when th~ _phthal_ate 
bill was signed, and we still ~ave some more 
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work in that area . 

Thank you. 

Any other ~est*ons? 

Representative Wood. 

REP. WOOD: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. And thank 
you,· Rhonda, for coming up. 

Rhonda is a constituent, and I know }:low long. 
you've worked on this and your heartfelt 
commitment to this,·· and you explained some 
things that I was unclear of, ·so I. really 
appr.eciate you coming up. Thank. you. Thank 
you, Mr. Chair. 

REP. ROY: Any other guestion~s or comments from 
.members of the Committee? 

Seeing none, thank you very much. 

Ann Berman followed by Tim Hollister . 

ANN BERMAN: Hello. My n,ame is Ann Berman, and I'm. 
from Milf.ord. and I am a member of the 
Environmental Con~ern Coalition, c;lnd :I: wan:t to 
·thank you for this opportunity to spe·ak in 
support for bill H.B. 5130 and 5126. 

In my day, we fortunately did not have all 
'these plastic toys and plastic nursing bottles 

. to worry about. We did have fewer t·oys to 
chew and. play with,. but ·they must have been 
reas·onably nontoxic, a·s our generations did 
not have these high numbers of· asthma; 
learning. disabilit-ies and cance·rs.. It 'has 
been said that the present generation of 
children will not enjoy the same longevity as 
my generation because of a;t..l the toxic 
chemicals they've been exposed to from birth, · 
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including in uter.o to present day . 

Many newborns who have'been tested show high 
body burden counts, which are inheri.ted from 
their mothers, and then only to be exposed to 

. more modern antibacterial s.oaps, plastics, 
bottles, toys, medical supplies, cleaning 
supplies, furniture, rugs and you name it. 
What a welcome·we are giving.our newborns into 
~he 21st century with the highe~t, most 
sophisticated IJledical practice.s in medicine 
since man. inhabited the earth~ 

It is time that we are accountable for these 
toxic: .sUbstances. It's· time to have a 
warehouse of all. these toxic chemicals that 
are in too many products, too many to list, 
that can be accessed by doctor~:?, ·parents, · 
retailers, whoever needs to :)qlow. It is time 
to acknowledge that most people believe that 
if it is on the market_, it has been _approved by 
the government and that it is safe. The new 
book called "Slow Death by RUbber Duck: The 
Secret Danger of Everyday Things i• tells much 
of the ·~tory, and the title tells it a_ll. 

I recently exhibited with NOFA, the ECCs 
Freedom Lawn initiative on organic lawn care 
in the Hartford Flower S_how, and experienced 
especially these youngsters and young people, 
and yes, landscapers, who are seeking o~t my 
bumper sticker that said, "Pesticides kill. 
Are you risking your child, pet for the 
perfect lawn?" As they were picking it up, 

·they said, "This .tells. it all." The. young 
people are getting ~t, and they will be on our 
tails if these bills are not passed. 

Please, it's time. It's time to recognize. 
This is a loud wake-up call to all those 
chemical companies, pbarmaceutical . 
. manuf.~ct~rers that produce .products that they 
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knO~ contain harmful substance·s that can leach 
·out into. the environment; into the human .body 
and animals, that they are· to be held 
accountable· and. ~esponsible· for any ill 
effects. It's 1time. to have a special place, 
that· is a chemical inil:ovations inst·i.tute, to 
keep l,lS informed. Thank you very much .. 

·REP. ROY': Tll.ank you, Ann. Thank you always for 
your participation-up here. I'm impress.ed . 

. I'm sure you'll be coming up here. long after 
I • m g_oi'ie .. 

Representative Lamb.ert. 

REP. ~B~~T: Thank you, Ann. Thank ·you for all 
you do . .-You're an inspiration to everyone in 
Milt:ord; because you've already started all 
these environmentally c.oncerned citizens. But 
I.want to just touch on one thing in. your . · 
report a:Pout the pesticides and the perfect 
l.awn. As I •ve spoken to you before:·, I •ve had 
a f-riend of mine- who had the pe_r.fect lawn;. and 
her child. became. very s:lck, and I think it's 
time for p·eople 1 ike you to . enlighten the 
public that .. ·that perfect lawn is at cost, and 
if" it • s not. your child, there • s also ·animals 
and there's other things that have happened. 

. . 

So I just want to thank you again for all you 
do. in enlightening us . I I ve learned so much 
from yo'l,l. Thank you. 

ANN BERMAN: Thank you, Barbara,· because I hope· 
that you • 11 be with us for next ye·ar, because 
we need your help. You're great. Thank you. 

REP . ROY: Thank you. 

Anyone else ·care· to comment? Any questions? 
Seeing.11:one, Ann,- thank you . 
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adding a layer? 

TIM HOLLISTER: Certainly, and it starts with I 
just don't know what it means, because ·it has 
some very broad language ~hat is non de~ined. 

REP. BYE: Right. So the statement of. purpo~e of 
this bill -~a-ys. to dis_continue the practice of 
having affordable housing development take 
precedence of th~ prote.ction of the 
environment and natural resources. Your 
te.stirp.ony is -that, in fact, it doesn"t take 
prec·edence over those -- over either the 
environment or natural resources currently. 

TIM HOLLISTER: That's correct. 

REP. BYE: Okay. Thank you very much. 

REP . 'ROY : 'rhank you. 

Any other questions or comments·? 

Seeing none, thank you very much, sir. 

Andrea Kiener followed by Nary Oakes. 

ANDREA KIENER: Mr. Chairman and Committee, my name 
is Rabbi Andrea Cohen Kiener. I 'm glad to be· 
here today. . I feel 1 ike I 'm part of a process 
where leg.islat:i"on is kind· of catching up to 
the toxic exposures that have been under way 
for most of my life. 

I'm goirig to speak to 5126 today .and 5130. 
These are really important bil_ls .. They are 
infrastructure bills that set us in a good 
direc.tion. The documented variety and 
concentration of. toxic exposures that each of 
us has is truly alarining. But since these 
exposures ~re minute and spread out over time, 
the dread that we should feel, the urgency 

·-
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that we should work from ·are absent. Over a 
lifetime, we have resp·onses to these 
exposures, which range from infertility and· 
'birth d~fects to· asthma, cancers and ~ood 
disorders. · And no one can draw a straight 
line and say_this shampoo is the cause or this 
·chemical on :the rug is the cause, because the 
expostir~s ar·e so diffuse that the consequences 
are s9rnewhat a.ttenuated, but my sense of 
urgency i.s very, very real about -this. 

Many of the chronic diseases mentioned in this 
rega:rd. 'have lifelong treat~ent expenses 
associat:ed with them also. I have one . 
daughter with infertility problems, and.I 
-myself am a breast cancer survivor, and, I • rn in 
daily treatment for asthma. IIi many o.f the 
p~oduct~ that ·I choqse to buy or n~ed to buy, 
I'm exposed-again and again to fumes of 
various kinds. -I have more than ·one· 
corigregant in'rny congregation who lives in 
kind of a· bubble environment that you have to 

.. take·a shower and wash your clothes in 
scent-.fi:~e· material and take all the 
personal --:- sc~nt-~ree personal-care products· 
that she provi_des before· you can come· into her 
horne_, b.ecause her immune system has given out · 
from all the -~oxins .. 

Industry is not minding the store. Relevant 
state ·and· federal enforcerne·nt laws are· spread 
.out over dozens of agencies, and many of the. 

_agency mandates are ridiculously ina:d~quate to 
the tas~. I would mention here the Toxic 
Substance Control Act, which Representative 
Urban .rnehtioned, which_addresses five 
chemicals out· of 82,000 . 

. I •rn very excit·e~ ·about the proposal for the 
·institute at UCONN to bring best practi;ces to 
the safest cheJO~cal.alternatives, bringing. 
them to the rnar~et. The institute will use 
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developing research .from state and-other 
forums, interst_ate and other forums. It will 
create an important technical and economic 
res·ource for UCONN and the state. I think 
this institute could bridg~ so~t of a culture 
_gap bet:ween the pusiness community and health 
advoca.tes S.uch as myself, pecause their 
r_esearch and their recommendations could serve 
busines·ses who do. riot wish to poison th~ir 
customers but who have little or no -guidance 
as to what is truly dangerous in their product 
line and which alternatives exist. 

As for the Child_ Safe Productf;l Act; this is a 
logical compliment to the very important­
institute bill. _- We need a mechanism to 
eliminate-the materials that we do identify as 
pernicious. 

REP. ROY: Thank you, Andrea . 

Any questions or comments ·from members of "the 
Committee?· 

Seeing none, thank you. 

Nary Oakes f.o1l.owed -by Sarah Uhl. 

NORY OAKES: Good afternoon .and thank you for the 
opportunity to address you in this .grou~. I'm 
here.in support of House 'Bills 51.26 and 5130. 

My ~a:me .is Nary Oakes, and I own-and operate a 
sma-ll fundraising· company in Voluntown, 
Connecticut, ·and we provide a way for school 
groups and churches and noriprofits to raise 
funds' when their members purchase 
earth-friendly soaps and 
environmentally-friendly ingredient.s to make 
safe cleaning products at home, which is a 
practice advocated by the Connecticut DEP . 
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My concern is partly personal. After 
suffering from severe bipolar disorder for 16 
years, in 200~ I was diagnosed with chronic 
and severe mercury toxicity, which was. caused 
by 'the fillings in my teeth. Following their 
removal, I became able to live a normal life, 

·free from psychiatric medications. One common 
experience for.people with mercury toxicity is 
that- the_y frequently also .suffer .from multiple 
chemical sensitivity, MCS. I developed MCS 
following the purchase and use of a new 
mattress, which-unbeknownst to me at t~e time 
.contained high levels of to~ins, including 
pesticides, f~ngicides and formaldehyde. 

The EPA. has recently found that .indoor air 
pollution is often 100 percent higher than 
outdoor a:ir pollution due in part to toxic 
cleaners used in schools and homes. ~any 

scienti·sts and doctors link the dramatic rise 
in the number of children with asthma, A,DHD 
and autism with the use .of common cleaning 
products, chemical food additives and food 

_coloring. According. to the Consumer· 
Protection Safety Commission, 150 of the 
chemicals in cleaning products have been 
linked to .allergic· reactions, birth defects, 
cancer and mental health disturbances. ·The 
irony, of course,· is·that the cleaner our 
homes and schools are, the sicker we become. 

As a former teacher, I urge you to consider 
how this impacts Connecticut school children. 
You·have taken the steps_ to r~move these toxic 
cle_aners from the classroom, -and I applaud 
your efforts on that. Market research by our 
company, however, shows that six out of seven 
teachers are unaware of the-new law banning 
such product.s. So obviously, much more 
educatiop is ~eeded to ensure compliance with 
that.law. Also removing toxins from school 
buildil'l:gs is not enough_. The chemicals 
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turk.ing under the public 1 s kitchen sinks 
affect children each ·and every day, and for 
that reason, I urge you to support Bills 5126 
and· 5130.. Thank you. 

REP. ROY: Thank you very much. 

Any questions or comments. from members of the 
Coq\mittee? 

Seeing none, than)t you. Sarah Uhl fo"llowed by 
Pamela Puchalski. 

SARAH UHL: Good afternoon, Senator Meyer and 
Representative Roy and members. of "the 
Con:tm~~·tee. My name is sara:h Uhl. I am the 
Environmental Health Coordinator for Clean 
Water Action, which is an environmental health 
nonprofit here in Connecticut with about 
20,000 members, and I also work to coordi.nate 
about _so other groups in ·connecticut that are·· 
very concerned.about toxic chemical policy 
related issues. · 

Thank you for t}le opportunity to testify in 
s~ppor.t of Hpuse Bilis 5130 and .5126 ~ Clean 
Water Action sincerei_y appreciates the 
Environment· Committee 1 s leadership on · 
environmental health issues over "the past many 
years. Connecticut is.now nationally 
re·cogni.zec:I for work on a number of chemicals 
o.f high concern,· and I just wanted to clarify 
a c.ouple of things. about particularly House 
Bill .Sl30. : 

./ 

This bil.l would make Conrtecticut one of about 
four st·ates that are moving in a more 
proactive direction when it comes ·to toxins in 
children 1 s p'roducts. Maine and Washington 
have .already come out with well-vetted lists 
of chemicals of concern in ·these products, and 
Conpecticut, th;rough our participation with 
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the interstate chemicals. clearing house, could 
borrow from these lists and simply start to 
move towards phasing out a few chemicals 
hopefully every·year. 

It was noted that what if we find out later 
tha:t one of these chemicals ·is safe? Well, 
the list would .be a dynamic thing that could 
be revised over time. ·Chemicals could be 
added. Chemicals could be taken off. And I 
think that the three-:-year time period in the 
bill to allow a manufacturer plenty of time to 
phase out these chemicals .is a generous amount 
of time and an adequate amount of time; They 
could a:lso ask the Commissioner of Consumer 
Protecti0n for an exemption. If they didn't 
have an alternative and if the product they 
were making was of necessi.ty for children 
rather tban, fo;r e~ample, a novelty item like 
a cheap child's. jewelry product. 

I included t·wo URLs in ·my testimony that link 
to Maine's 9hemical of high concern list, and 
also Washington State's list for children's 
products. Chlorine h~s come up a number of 
times. I d,ori't believe it's on thes.e lists, 
and if it is, Maine and Washington are going· 
to be narrowing them in the next six months 
and putting out just very short, you know five 
or six ch:emical lists that are actually in 
children's pr~ducts and actually should be 
r.egulat~d. 'So w.e 're not asking t.he 
departments to create expansive lists. 
Rather,· the goal is to skip· that. step and just 
move towards phasing· out some of the :worst 
·chemicals bas.ed on all of the evidence that is 
out there. 

And then on the institute bill, .House 
Bill 5126,' we also. strongly support that. 
Thank you . 
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RE:P. ROY: Senator Meyer . 

SENATOR MEYER: Sarah, thank you for your advocacy. 
As you may have gather~d from prior questions 
I asked ·about the safe products bill, I do 
hav~ problems with the structure in the sense 
that ~hat we're d,oing here is we're allowing a 
state agency to decide what's -- not only to 
de.cide what i~ to~ic·, but. to then prohibit 
that, and so we're giving up very much of a 
legislative function to an agency, and I 
wonder if you would be open to revising the 
structure of this bill so that while DEP might 
get-involved with finding out what is toxic or 
not toxic, the General Assembly would have the 
ultimate respons'ibility after full public 
hearings. 

SARAH UHL: I certainly think that we'd be 
supportive ·of making it more clear that the 
public has a point of entry into. t.his_ 
decision-making process. What we're trying to 
avoid iS'the slow ·process. No offense. The 
legislature can only take so much action each 
year, and the legislature could still act·. 
This bill in no way precludes the legislature 
from phasing ·out toxic chemicals. 

·But I think what we're trying t_o do is give 
the folks with the expertise who are the 
toxicologists, who are in the state age~cies 
participating w.ith other states, give them 
more a-uthority to move forward rather than 
just coptinuing to analyze the science and 
debate it out, if that makes sense. Does· ·that 
answer your quest_ion? But we would certainly 
be open to other models for moving_forward and 
.achieving those results. 

SENATOR MEYER:: Well,· you know, I had legislation 
last _year which I had trouble getting a 
toxicologist from DEP·, and one of the 
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underlying_ issues as we try to be practical 
about prohibit_i.on of toxic chemicals is what 
should be the agency -- the lead agency on it. 
DEP is really.hurting. You know. that. 
They've just taken an~ther big hit through the 
early retirement program, and l'm not sure 
that, we can rest.atf DEP. this .se·ssion. 

SARAH UHL: That's a very .good point·, and 
perhaps -·-

_SENArOR MEYER: So the worst thing you want is to 
haye a.- law t:hat '.s not enforceab_le because you 
don·~t have any enforcement staff, and OEP is 
lacking enforcement·staff right now, so we 
have to look at that as well. 

SARAH UHL: It IJlay bett.er rest with the Department. 
of Public Health, but I think we need an 
agency to :Pe the lead. and to _consult· with the 
other asencies. Ot;her.wise, I'm. afr.ai.d it 
won•t· really be implemented as you're saying. 

SENATOR MEYER: I don' t think - -· DEP· was not .on the 
list of witnesses on this bill ~oday. That's 
pretty· indicative. And neither was Health. 
So we've g,ot to work on this. 

SARAH UHL: It's difficult, yes. 

SENATOR .MEYER: Because your goal is really good, 
but how .we get there is what we have to. 
address. 

SARAIJ UHL :· Oka~.· I loolt forward to working with 
you more on this, S'ena:tor. 

SENATOR MEYER: And you, too. 

REP. ROY: Thank you. Representative Bye. 

REP. BYE: Thank you, Mr. Chair . 
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Good afternoon, Sarah. Thank you for your 
work on this bi~l,·and I think I would agree 
that it's a public heaith issue, so if I wer~ 
to pick an agency, I'd probably pick the. 
Department of Public Heal.th. There are a 
co~ple of concerns ·I 've been hearing about 
this bill that· I want. you to aqdress. One is 
that there are so many potential lists listed 
in the bill ~hat it would be very hard for 
industry to figure out what's coming next. Do­
you have any suggestions about that? 

SARAH· UHL_: Thanks for that question, 
Representative Bye. I think tha,t it might 
make sense to narrow the focus of the bill in 
terms of the lists, and I think it was it was 

. also mentioned by one of the other witnesses. 
that it" might make sense to clarify the types 
of chemical.s tha~ we're l_ooking f_or frpm the 

·hazard perspective as well. 

So hopefully, those two clarifications can 
help provide more clarity there and also make 
i.t clear that the state agencies can simply 
work from what Maine has already published, 
and I thi;nk that that _is alr~ad,y sending the 
industry a pretty clear signal about-the hit 
list, as it was referred to earlier. 

REP . BYE : Okay, thank you .. 

And one other question. You know, having 
worked_ on_ the BPA, bill l~st year, one of the 
challenges going -forward with that policy if:1 
trying to identify safe levels, if you will, · 
with some chemicals or item·s that are pretty 
ubiquitous. How do you propose that we work 
on that? 

·sARAH UHL: Well, I included a URL in my testimony 
to the: State of Maine draft list for 
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disclosure :in chi.ldren 1 s products, and the 
Department of Oncology in Maine is going to be 
putting out levels associated with every one 

· of those chemicals. One of the problems is' 
that some chemicals are hazardous at-different 
amounts, ~·o it 1 s not really appropriate to put 
in an across-the-board standard for chemicals 
generally, you know .• to say we can have 
.·1 p·ercent·. Do~sn 1 t really work like· that. 
However, I ·think thro:ugh the interstate 
clear.ing house, it would be quite· easy for our 
state agencies to designate allowable levels 
foi the_few, the handful of chemicals that 
we 1 re talking about regulating. 

REP. BYE: Actu~lly, ·that answer sort of brings us 
to ·why the legislative _proces·s can be so 
meSSy, b~c·aUSe We COUld epd Up, it' We Ire 
dealing with a particular .chemical, making a 
political·compromise about a level versus 
having scientists look at it and say, well, 
the prep~nder~nce o-f data- is that this is sa-fe 
at X leve_l versus a political process. I 
think that. sort of makes· your point about 
wanting scientists making decisions versus us, 
though I think we do a great job, but it is an 
arduous process and expensive process. Thank 
you very much. 

SAR,AH UHL :. Thank you.· 

REP.. ROY : Thank you .. 

Representative Lambert. 

REP. LAMBER'r: Thank you, Sa;rah. Thank you for .all 
you, do. 

As Representative Bye m~ntioned last year, we 
came ·to quite a few compromises on the BPA. 
In negotiations, we phased out the fact that 
we would go maQy years so that industry would 
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not be harmed. So in our canned goods, we 
allowed extra amount of time. And I, too, had 
some reservations and only that some of the 
industries. came and asked qUestions and wanted 
to.make ~ure that if we're being fair to them. 
And. I ·know you as a fair person, so· I know if 
there's some suggestion~ that you always work 
in conjunction with business. 

So one ·of the things is that· fluid list. If 
it ·cot:nes up with a list,· I know it changes, 
and I know you,. re willing to do the news data 
and change that list. :aut· I guess the biggest 
concern they pave ·is that, as in any business, 
they have to do long-term planning.. So if 
they have a. toy'· for instanc.e, arid it's on the 
marke.t f·or a long ampunt of time and all of a: 

· sudden this comes .up -- I'm so happy to hear 
you say phase-in, so that we're fair to 
people, so that when we do put that list in. 
But the basic thing is we have to protect our 
children from those chemicals. So as we're. 
willing to work in .this direction, an:d I think 
the compromise would be perfect if we can do 
that, we're trying to encompass everybody, but 
the bottom line is we need to protect the 
children~ Thank you. 

REP. ROY: Thank you. Representative Davis. 

REP. DAVIS: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Hi, Sarah. Just along the lines that 
Representa·.t i ve Lambert was mentioning, very 
often when we· .have issues such as this, we get 
industry comi~g up and saying .you can't do 

.this, you can't do that. Knowing that some of 
these toxic chemicals might, in fact'· cause a 
tremendous e3;mount of ·financial p:r;oblems for 
the industry, you. know -- have you gotten any 
response from the industry about beginning 
some s.or.t of a program of kind of poiicing 
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their own products, doing any type of 
exp:erimental testing to make sure that the 
products they •·re putting out there don't 
create problems in the future? I mean, it 
seems to make sense that if we can sit down 
with the industries and avoid the probl.ems to 
begin with, we'd both be bette·r off.· 

SARAH UHL: Than~ you, Representative Davis. 

It certainly, from our perspective, we're· 
quite surprised tha,t the large chi.ldren's 
prOdUC.t.S manufacturer~ haven It taken. m0r.e Of 
.the onus upon themselves to leo~· at these 
well-vetted lists of hazardous chemicals and 
simply start to m9ve away from the worst ones,. 
but you know, we've·seen cadmium, a toxic 
metal some scientists believe is worse than 
lead., .is ·c;urr~ntly found in c.hildren' s "jewelry 
on store shelves, and it's a perfect-example 
of. where there •·s .no regul-ation federally or in 
a state for cadmium in certain children's 
toys, and so the industry is simply using it. 
So thank you for that question . 

REP. DAVIS: Thank you for your answer. I .guess 
that. kind of puts it -back in our ballpark. 
T.hank. you, Mr. Chairman:. 

REP. ROY: Thank "you. 

Anyone else ·have questions or comments? 

Sarah, I •ve got a couple of ·questions. You 
he·ard. the spec;tker for the water company 
earlier say chlorine is actually .essential. 
Do you :know of any alt~rna·tive to that that 
would be as equally effective? 

SARAH UHL: I'm glad you asked tha:t question,· 
because iri my reading of. the bill, ·only 
consumer p~oducts· designed for young chiidren 
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would be regulated by this bill. lt 
references Section 21A-335B of the general 
statute.s, and so I'm not SUJ;".e if there was a 
misunderstanding there, but I don't believe 
water, public water wou,ld be affec~ed by this, 
either o-f the bills at all. Does that answer 
your question? 

REP. ~C?Y: The. lawyers -- eventually, they·' 11 get­
involved... We 'v:e also heard over the years 
that education is the key. Chemical 
industries have 'been very ,poor with .educating; 
in fact, fight us e·ach time. Do you have or 
do you know of any education programs that 
could be adopted that we or some of the 
environm~ntal organizations could use for 
e(iucational purposes since the chemical 
companies a,ren't stepping forward that 'you do? 

SARAH UHL: Well, unfor~unately, most consumer 
prod~cts, the vast majority are not labeled in 
terms of their chemical ingredients. So for 
example, if I were to go to a Claire's J~welry 
Store and look for a child's 'jewelry product, 
there would.be no way for me as a consumer to 
know if it ·contains cadmium or lea~. ·so while 
I do agree with you that educat·ional programs 
are very important_, and we certainly at the 
Clean Water Action do .our best to educate· the 
public, right now it's impo·ssible ·to shop our 
way out· of this problem. We really need new 
regulations that.put the onus on the big 
manufacturers and the chemical companies to 
demonstrate safety'prior to going to market. 

REP. ROY: Would that mean finding some 
manuf acturer.s ·who don' t 1 i ve in China? 

SARAH UHL: That would be nice. 

REP.. ROY: Any o'ther questions or comments? 
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· Thank you, Sarah . 

·SARAH UHL: Thank you very much. 

REP. ROY:· Pamela Puchalski followed by Steve 
Rosario. 

PAMELA PUCHALSKI: Good. afternoon, Senator Meyer, 
:R.epreseptative Roy and members of the 
Environment Committee. My name is Pamela 
Puchalski, _and I'm the coordinator for 
Coi:inectiCOSH's·Safer Chemicals in 'the 
Workplace campaign that focus·es on chemical 
policy reform here in Connecticut. 

Our organization .strongly support·s H. B. 5126, 
AN. ACT ESTABLISHING A CHEMICAL INNOVATI-ONS 
INSTITUTE AT THE UNIVERSITY OF CONNECTICUT. 
We believe that the proposed institute would 
help make Connecticut: business more 
compet;l.tive on a global and national level 
whi,le .. offering .more protection for workers, 
consumers and the ·environment. from hazardous 
chemicals . 

We also support H.B. 5130, AN ACT CONCERNING 
CHILD SAFE PRODUCTS, because efforts.to 
prioritize and list the most toxic chemicals 
raises ·awaren.ess about ·the types of substances 
that ·we ·should move away ~rom as a·society and 
can part·icularly help to 'reduce work~r 
exposure at facilities where children's 
products are manufactured. 

In the recent .past, modern technology has 
dramatically changed the landscap~ of our 
workplace._, 01;1r homes and our environment. 
More than 80, COO s·~thetic chemicals. ha.ve been 
produced for.use in the United States since 
World War II. Only a small number of these 
have been adequately tested for their 
potential impact on the workers who use them 
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and the consumers who purchase products 
containing them. Workers who regularly come 
in cont:act with dangerous substa.nces and. who 
therefore recel. ve a higher d~s·e . thari the 
general.public bear a disproportionate share 
of the adverse·impacts of products made with 
tc;;xic chemical's. A conservatively estimated 
SO, 000 to 6.0·1 000 deaths occur in our country 
each year due to occupational toxic· chemical 
exposures and other occupational i~lnesses. 
Here in Connecticut, one of the largest 
occupational epidemiology studies in the us is 
currently assessing the links between chemical 
exposures ~n the workplace and a rare form o'f 
brain. cancer. 

OSHA has· adap·ted workplace exposure limits for 
approximately 7 percent of chemicals used in 
the U,S. in high volume, and the U.S. has only 
phased out five substances out of' the 
approximately 80,000 in commerce. At our 
~rinual convention in the fall, then-acting 
Deputy Sec·r.etary of OSHA, Jordan Barab, 
addressed the need for chemical poli:cy reform 
but also reiterated that Fed OSHA could only 
do so m11ch because of so many other pressing 
heal.th and safety issues in the workplace. 
This brings us to why a chemical innovations 
institute would be of benefit to Conne·cticut 
and its ·businesses. 

A few yea:r.:s ago, a manufacturing company here 
in Connecticut found out ·that· some of its 
retirees were .going blind within a few years 
of ret-iring~ Upon further investigation, it 
was determined that one of the chemicals used 
in th~ final degreasing processes was causing 
the blindness. After much .research and 
hundred_s of thousands of do1ia~s later, the 
company· was able t·o substitute a safer 
alternative for that particular chemical. In 
a similar situation, but with the 
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establishment of a chemical innovations 
institute, the institute could have provided 
the research and subsequent data more quickly 
and at a much lower fee than'the company 
ultimately paid. The· company -- this c.ompany 
w~s very financially solvent and was able to 
support the change while maintaining 
production, but there are others out there 
that.do. not have the resources to pay for 
outside res.earchers. 

The chemical innovations institute would also 
be set up to collaborate with similar 
institutions_in other states and nations, 
thereby expanding their database on a · 
regional, national and even global level .. We 
hope you will take action to make Connecticut 
a leader in reduc~ng exposure to toxic 
chemicals for. our. ch.;i.ldren,: workers, general 
pub.lic and t_he environment· by voting· for House 
Bill 5126 and House· Bill 5130. Thank you. · 

REP. ROr: Senator Meyer . 

SENATOR MEYER: On this bill for t.he chemical 
innovations :institute, I'm a little concerned 
with on·e of the purposes of the. inst'i tute ,. and 
that is not to deal directly ·with toxic 

.chemicals, but instead, as the bill says, to 
provide assistance to.others· to de~l with 
toxic or safe chemicals. One of the things 
that was .going through my mind was that as we· 
were looking at the safe products bill, we . 
could give that j·ob of looking at what .are the 
most tox;i.c chemicals to ·this inst.itute that 
we'll create if. this bill passes. But 
actually; it wouldn·~ work, beciiuse the way 
this bill is drafted, the institute on.ly will 
be assisting othe~s. It says busin·esses and 
nonprofits. And :wil.l not actually be an 
action organization. with respect to toxic or 
safe chemicals. Did you take·that into 
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account? 

PAMELA PUCHALSKI: I have not, but as I listen to 
the question., it makes me think of.-- as I 
understand the purpose ·of t.his, it • s a first 
step towards developing communication of these 
tox:i,c products with business. 

I mean, the idea at this point also is the 
fact that .to keep i"t as an, organization ·that 
can utilize existi~g data and keep also keep 
it -- not have a .fiscal ·not_e· on it as wel1. I 
mean, I would say that there would be room for 
development of more than assistance· to 
businesses over time. I· take this as a first 
step in .the right direction. 

SENATOR MEYER: Okay, but I me·an, what it· says in 
Lines 5 through 7 ~re very key to this bill, 
and it s·~ys the purpose of the institute, I •m 
quoting, is to 11 provide assistance to 
busi~esses, state agencies and nonprofit 
organi·zations that seek to utilize safe 
alternatives to chemical_s that arE;! harmful ... 
So this is not an qCtion institute in that 
sense. It • s more of an information ·p·r.ovider 
or clearing house, and I just want to -be sure 
that those of you who are supporting this 
institute understand that that•s what this 
bill says. 

PAMELJ.). PUCHALSKI: I see it as more of a consulting 
kind of organization or institute. 

SENA'l'OR MEYER: Okay. That's pretty soft, just 
consulting. 

PAMELA PUCHALSKI: Are you .saying it should .be more 
rather than --

SENATOR MEYER: I think until or unless: we are able 
' to staff up DEP, you know, this could be an 
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alternative :with respect to toxic chemicals, 
but the· bill is not 'written ·that way. 

PAMELA PUCHALSKI: Then perhaps it would be good to 
maybe -- I'm not involved with the writing :of 
the bill, and. maybe that would .be something 
that Sara,h would be bett:er prepared to. deal 
with tha,n I am at this point. I'm sorry for 
not having a better answer to that. 

REP. ROY: Thank you. 

Any· other questions· or comments from members 
of the ·committee? 

Seeing none, thank you, Pamela·. 

PAMELA PUCHALSKI : Thank you very m~ch. 

REP. ROY: Steve Rosario followed by Trudy Swenson. 

STEVE ROSARIO: Good afternoon·, Representative Roy, 
Senator Meyer. For ·the record, my name is 
Steve Rosario. I'm with the American 
Chemistry Council. First, I have to 
apologize. I don't have copies of my 
statemen~. I have been without electricity· 
since Thursday afternoon, and in plowing my 
w.ay out of the snow storm that we •ve had, this 
is actually my first day out in public, so to· 
speak. 

The secon~ thing I'd li:k,e· to say t.o.day, it is 
almo.st impos$ible for me to respond and to 
talk about some of the issues that have been 
raised here in three minutes'· and I' would hope 
that the co'(llmittee could give me a little. 
leeway. 

As I mention, I'm·with the American Chemistry 
Council. We r~present the business of 
chemistry and plastics technology here in 
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Connecticut and elsewhere. I am here on 
behalf of some more than 72,000 employees here 
in Connecticut, men and women who are mothers 
and fathers and .grandparents that we employ. 
I want to poi~t out that we also care about 
the safety of our children. ACC, our ·members 
and our employees who also have children are 
also committed to the safety of our products, 
and we will continue to·support ·laws and 
regulations that protect consumer saf·ety. 

One of the th:i,ngs that· cent inues to .o·ccur, and 
:I ~ean.no disrespect, are some of the myths 
surrounding o.ur indust:ry and what we do. This 
is a complicated, difficult and expensive 
.proposition When you talk about the regul.atiOIJ. 
of chemicals, ·something that the federa,.l 
government-has done ,since 1976 when TSCA was 
first passed. Now~ TSCA is part of EPA, but 
thei;'e ar~ 1-2 other federal agencies t·hat have 
jurisdiction over. our industry. They employ 
armies of scientists, toxicologists, health. 
professionals, chemists-and.others. The 
federai government ·spends hundreds of millions 
of dollars in this area. every year .. 

And just to give you a-n example, the Wa,ll 
Stre~t Jo\lrnal and Washington Post recently 
noticed that NIH; .on behalf of FDA, is 
spending $30 million to study one compound. I 
know in New York we're facing a huge deficit, 
and th~re·is n~ way that New York could even 
spend $3o,·ooo, and all states, and I believe 
including Conne.~ticut, are facing some 
difficult issues. 

When talking about TSCA, again, I can't -- I'm. 
not goii)g to judge what the federal .government 
has done. in the past., but to give you an 
example of what has occurred just in the past 
two to three months·, EPA activities that 
they've undertaken, they proposed amendments 
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to TSCA. Section 4, which deals with 
enforceable consent agreements. They have 
published final clarifications for certain 
chemical identification. They have revised 
.Section aE·, which deals with confidential 
business i~fopnat~on.. They have revised 
se·ction 5, which deals with electronic reports 
which we do, and more importap.tly, and .ag~in, 
·this· is where I apologize. I did read this 
article, I just .couldn't find· i.t because I 
.couldn' t get to it over the weekend. It is my 
understanding that EPA is also creating a list 
of chemicals of high concern. 

We h,ave been :involved in Maine. ·.I co~ld 
certainly talk in detail abou,t what's going on 
in Ma:i,.ne, and I think it was Representative 
Bye who mentioned one of th~ key concerns with 
the list. And that is, the uncertainty that · 
these lists create for companies that have to 
produce products. If y~:>U don't know what the 
chemical is, it creates uncertainty. _Once you 
do know, then it creates a scarlet letter . 

And Representative Roy, you talked about 
education. We have actually had a progra~ 
called Responsible Care that we had for 
probably cl~se ·to 20 years now, and .that is a 
program that our member companies. u~e to 
educate the public. There is also tons and 
tons of information on the internet. You 
could plug i~ any chemical compound, and 
thousands of sites and citations would come 
~p. So. t w.ould certainly look forward to 
sitting with you to see what else we could do 
in te·rm·s o·f .educating the public. 

REP. ROY: Okay. I·' m going to cut you off there . 
.You' re· over your thre.e minutes . Senator 
.Meyer . 

. SENATOR MEYER: .Mr. Rosario, I just -- I don't 
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·think it's ·particularly helpful in our 
dialogue.jlist to refer· to what the federal 
government is doing or not doing. Until and 
unless our states are preempted by federal law 
or the courts from acting with respect to 
toxic chemicals, you know, we're going to have 
to look .at thi·s within the four corners of 
Connecticut. And that ':s our obligation as 
members of the· General As·sembly to do that. 
And I think the --·I can understand the desire 
of .the chemical· indust.ry to have one answer 
for,all 50 states, b:ut that's n.ot legally 
wha.t • s happening now·, and therefore, we have 
to address legisla'tion tha·t 's in front of the 
General Assembly of Connecticut and not 
legislation in front of the Congress in the 
united States. 

STEVE ROSARIO: I ·couldn • t agree more. We do not· 
disagree ·on that point. And aga:in, I j·ust 
couldn'·t get t·o it, but I •m glad you asked the 
question. We're not saying that there's 
absolutely no role for the states, and I'm 
gl'ad you did ask the que~tion, because it 
allows me.to.respond. We thin~ that there is 
a z;-o1e for the sta:tes. 

First c;>f all, again, under TSCA Section 14B, 
EPA is prohibited from sharing information. 
with the. states. We think that's absolutely 
ludicrous. There is no rea·son why EPA 
shouldn't be able to share information with 
the stat·es in terms of what theyi re ~inding, 
and vice versa, the sta'tes should be able to 
give information to.EPA or whatever federal 
agency. As I mentioned, there are 12 others. 
So Senator, we agree. We think .that there is 
a role.. The question is, what .s~ould that 
role· be, and we agree with what .earlier 
sp~akers .have said i~ terms of the legislative 
prerogative. So I don· • t think we. • re in 
di,sagreememt on that point . 
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REP. ROY: Repres.entative Miller. 

REP. MILLER: ·Thank you, Mr. Chair. 

The previous speaker mentioned OSHA, and. 
that out of 80,000 drugs or chemicals, they 
only disallowed five. We're a sma11 state, 
and our DEP is·-- we're be'ing depleted. Some 
people .say that's good. Some people say 
that's bad. But the fact is, I don't kpo~ how 
we're .going to deal with things like that, 
80, 000 chemicals. And OSHA, I don·· t know what 
they do, but I dealt with them when I was in 
the private· sector. I know one year we had to 
have the fire extinguishers three feet off the 
ground. ·The nex·t year, they had to be four 
and a h,alf feet off the ground. And the 
medical kits we had.on the wall, they had to 
be in a cer·t.ain location. ·:They couldn't be 
close to a doo:r or· -- you just, out of sight. 
There's so many bureaucrats up there. How do 
we get them to be more responsible? You're 
being in an industry. Does anyJ:?ody ta-lk to 
these people? You ~now, as we talk, w.e ' re 
pollu,ting the earth, according to EPA. How 
can we get them to get more invoived, because 
they're the ones. that had the resources, the 
personnel-, a:nd they waste all this time 
dilly-dallying on .one or two products, and yet 
there's so ·many to look at, we can't dq it. 

STEVE ROSARIO: Thank you for that ques·tion. 
First, let me explain the 80,000. I've ;heard 
the number as high ·_as 100, 000. That 80, 000, 
or actually closer to 82;000, represents a 
combination .of lists that EPA put· together 
back in 1976, 1977, and they just pulled· from 
everywhere that they p·ossibly could find. And 
that was required under TSCA.: The list has 
not been updated ·since, and that's. one of the 
problems. There are many chemicals on that 
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list that are no longer being used. There are 
other chemicals on that list that are not used-· 
for commercial ·purposes.· They are used for 
specialty purposes. So they are in very, very 
minute concentrations. 

What we r:ea.lly should be. looking at and what 
we _al;'e; and in terms of talking -- and I 
sta-rted my ca·r~er at OSHA a·s a young lawye:r::. 
What we should. ·be looking at· -are what we call 
the high production volume chemicals, and 
there are about 7,500 of those, and we know 
what those are. And we .have. been talking with· 
EPA. OSHA deals primarily with chemical · 
exposure ·to workers. They' re not going to be· 
involv¢d in the banning, necess~rily, of · 
pro~uc_t·s Q.i~ectly. That is -a £:unction of EPA, 

· arid thos,e two· agenc.ies do . talk to each other. 
We talk 'to OSHA and EPA and all these other 
agencies. 

But ~hen.it comes to the issue of actually 
banning chemicals, and this is where we have a 
concern from a public policy standpoint, is· 
that just some people would advocate that 
.federal agencies have failed becau·se they have 
not banned chemicals. we·don't necessarily 
view that as a failure. Again, when you look 
at the resources, the hundreds of.millions of 
dollars that are being spent, .and the army of 
technical experts, you have to wonder what are 
they doing? And what have they been doing. 
since 1976? I belie.ve they have been doing 
their work, ·and .as a forme·r federal employee, 
I think 'I ·Was· quite proud in the. work that I 
did. at OSHA. 

And by-claiming these agencies have not done 
their jobs be·cause we disagree with their 
decision because they did not ban chemicals, 
we undercut and undermine any trust that we 
may· have in those institutions, and at some 
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point, we have to say -- we have t·o believe 
someone, because if not, who's to ~ay why is 
the Coi:Ulecticut. legisl·ature -- why can we 
trust them to do a better job or the state 
legislature of New.York, where I also ·worked 
at one point, why can we trust them? 

So I think we all walk a very fine balance, 
but we do .talk to those agencies and those 
agencies. talk to. each other, as NIH is doing 
the work for FDA on that one compound. I hope 
I. answered your question. 

Excuse me?· No, I live in New York by 
far from West Point ·Military Academy. 

·two· and a half feet of snow. 

REP. ROY: Thank you. Representative Davis. 

not 
We got 

REP. DAVIS: .Thank. yo~, Mr. Chairman. You referred 
back to Representat.ive C)la;i.rman Roy's comment 
about education and the fact that you can 
enter any nUmber of chemi·cals· in the internet 
and search. One of the problems is, as others 
have ment';i.oned in their testimony, we ·don't 
know what's in many of these products. It got 
me thinking, because I am a former teacher and 
a science t.eacher, why don't we .know ·that 
information? Why is it so difficult to get· 
that information? Should we be looking for 
·companies to :have on their products a listing 
of the chemicals that ar.e in t_hose products 
just as we do in food products? 

STEVE ROSARIO: Thanks· for that question. In many 
products·, there is quite a bit of information. 
I think c:me of the issues or· misconceptions 
about 9ur industry is that· ·we basically 
formulate a product or a compound that goes 
int·o· a product and we just put it out into the. 
marketplace . 
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Again, anything we do -- first of all, we do 
testing. We have to make sure that those 
products are safe. We are held accountable by 
EPA, _because they can request inform!ition, and 
f:r9m other agencies. So we're not· simply 
putting products out there. . . 

The other issue along those lines in terms of 
what goes in:t.o a product is tha.t we're always 
trying to build a better mouse trap. I think 
innQvation is one of the la~?~t· few ·things that 
real~y keeps us ahead of other countries, and 
why we have· as many workers here in 
Connecticut, and actually, in'the northeast. 
~d those ·tha,t don't innovate will become 
e~tinct. Because as we know, the marketplace 
can be _brutai. So the i~ovators · are going t·o 
be ahead of the pack. 

The other issu·e is that from an .R&D 
perspective, only the federal government 
spends more :money. than us on R&D. And when 
you look at the fact that our·industry touches 
96 percent of every product in commerce from 
either raw material production to end-pro4uct 
production and everything in between, in 
dealing in t;:his area, you are covering a lot, 
a lot of ground. You heard a little bit about 
phthalates earlier, and phthalates is one 
word, but what that really means is that 
phthalates are a family of 13.compounds. And 
th,ere are hund~eds of applications- within the 
family of 13. 

Lastly, .on information, Some of it is 
proprietary. I think that there is a lot of 
public info~ation out there, but some of it 
is proprietary. It's like McDonald's secret 
sauce. No o~e knows what it is, because 
that's how McDoil,ald' s keep·s the competitive 
edge on its product. Same thing with us. 
There's certain information -- and that's what 
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CBI l.s all about, Confidential Business · 
Information.· I think generally speaking, 
there is a lot of information out there. 
Someone to pierce the veil to get to ·some .of 
that CBI inform~tion. And again, we think 
that the products out there pass that safety 
test. I hope ! ·answered your question, 
Represent.ative Davis. 

REP~ DAVIS: Well, I would have liked a more direct. 
answer, but you gave a.good political answer; 
Basically, what !. think you're saying is that 
some of these products have chemical basis 
that you don't want to reveal to other members 
of the industry, and the question that that 
raises is. that. while the chemical compounds 
may be fa-irly common throughout. the indu:st·ry, 
the scentage of a particular compound or how 
it's mixed may be the proprietary information, 
we need to know if we're going to determine 
whether or ·.not a product - - or ~ f we.' re j us't 
going to research a product, w~ need to· know 
what the chemicals are tha.t are in that 
product~ and maybe getting at that maybe a 
little bit .more· helpful to us .. 

I know we've talked about chlorine right and 
lef·t, and I'm certain that there are probably 
some products that h~ve a cblorine base, or 
chlorine compound, that may, in fact, be 
toxic, but with chlorine not itself being a 
m~jor problem. · 

So what I'd like to see, and maybe it's 
something that we can get more inforJnation 
from the industry, is that some way of'getting 
inf~rma'tion to the public as to what the 
chemicals are in their product and toys-, 
particularly when it· relates to children's 
toys. That might be the fi~st step in helping 
us address the issue of. whether or not we can 
r~search the products as being toxic or not . 
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In ·any case, I know that' ·s going to be, a 
struggle for your industry ·and one that we 
face the challenge of, and hopefully we'll 
work on that with you. Thank you, 
.Mr. ·chairman. Th~nk you. 

REP. ROY: Thank you. 

Represen·tati ve Lambert. 

REP. LAMBE~T: · Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

In the workforce, if I'm e~posed to a 
chemical, t have· a legal rig.ht to ask for a 
data sheet, and it would 'tell me what chemical 
it is, how it affects us. So if I'm in the 
work force and I'm ow~d that right by law, w~y 
i~ it so extremely. difficult to ask for the 
same thing if I'm going to expose my child to 
a toy? 

So that they have data.sheets in the 
WOrkplace 1 by law 1. and they protect US 1 but if 
I buy a produc.t and bring it in my home, I 
haven' t got ··a clue of what I 'm exposing my 
family to. So can you give me .-- I mean, they 
do it i~ the work force, and Representative 
Miller a·sked what does OSHA d<?. 'Well, that's 
one of ·t~e .things OSHA does . OSHA makes sure 
that we have chemicals, if we're exposed to 
them, at least the people know the risk of 
them and the side effects. So· in that 
rel.ationship, if we can do it in the work 
force, why can't we do it in the product 
labeling? 

STEVE ROSARIO: Well I I. know that there are . 
representatives from the toy industry here. I 
won't speak for· them. But certainly we are· 
familiar with the mat·erial safety data sheets 
that are available, and you can and will find 
a lot of information·regarding the chemical 
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composition, compound composition of prodt:~cts . 
But I will. let the toy folks answer that 
question. 

Representative Davis, in terms of what ·he 
·mentioned pther ind~stries, I think it go~s a 
little bit deeper than that. You have 
co~ntries like·· China that are trying to take 
this particular in!iustry over. They are 
h~ngry for the jobs that our industry 
produces. Also, the plastic-industry jobs. I 
have had CEOs from small companies say to 
me -- and th~s is a little frightening -- that 
they have .~een told by officials in China that 
they want that industry. Right now, if we 
gi v.e away cert~in informatiop that keeps us 
ahead of them on the innovation front, 
eventu~lly t:;hey will t.ake ov.er. the industry. 
And it's not only China. We're talking about 
Brazil. That's an up-and-coming country. 
Russia. 

So -- and while we're talking .global-ly, I know 
that there are facilities here in Connecticut 
that have sister facilities iJ?. other states, 
and when someone in corporate is looking at 
whether or not they're going to move a 
facility and they know that one of their 
facilities in Tennessee. is doing. exactly the 
same thing that they're qoing nere in 
~onnecticut, and they'~e faced with this kind 
of legisla·tion in other barriers-, i.t 's the 
same ~hing in New ~ork and elsewhere. I'm not 
bringing this_up because I'mhere this 
Connec.ticut. Their thinking is, well, we 
don't need to be in Coi)Ilecticut. We can mov.e 
our facility to Tennessee. 

So we bring this to your attention because 
·t&at' s the reality of our current, economic, 
global situation and the competition that we 
face, not only outside of the United States, 
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but even internally-here wi~h facilities 
competing· against each other. 

REP. LAMBERT: But as an answer to something like 
that, ~ understand that employers feel that 
way; but I als~ have -- if I had legislation 
here, I would be more than willing to move my 

_family and kno_w I • m going ·to keep them· safe. 

STEVE ROSARIO: Again, I think a lot of o~r 
·employees believe that what they do is to 
provide safe products. I think if someone· 
didn't, I don't think that they'd be working 
in the industry. Again, that •.s my personal. 
opinion, and I do have the privilege of . 
touring facilities, and I would invite any· 
member of the committee to tour one of our 
facilities and to talk to some of our 
employees.. 'rhat is an open-ended invitation. 
Any time you are interested, and we_'ll even 
see if there are facilities in your d,istrict, 
we. woul~ more than be happy to invite you to 
come in-and talk to our employees . 

REP. ROY: Thank oy:ou . 

Representative ~urlburt. 

REP. HURLBURT:: _Thank you, M_r. Chairman. I'm.not 
going to talk about the McDonald's secret 
sauce, although I have gre~t concerns about 
that comment. One of the things that I wanted 
to ask you about was earlier in your 
discussions this afternoon, you had mentioned 
what other countries are doing, and I believe 
we heard from somebody else. in the industry 
that it's really a federal issue, that the 
state doesn't need to play on this level. In 
light of the feds not acting --.-and I think we 
could have a quick conversation about the 
Toxic. Substance Act, ·whether or not it is 
really working wel-l -- but if the feds aren't 
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acting, isnit it incumbent upon the state to 
provide some sort of safety for the residents? 

STEVE ROSARIO: I would agree with your genera~ 
premise, but in the area where the federal 
government is acting and beginning to take 
aggressive s·teps in this area. --. and I think 
we • re going to see a lot more -- · we would. 
argue, and as I said to Senator Meyer, we 
believe ~here is a role for the state, and we 
think that bqth should be working together, 
but to address whatever the issue is. 

But we think that the feds a.t least should 
take the lead because of any number .of 
reaso~s: They have the resources. They have 
the technical skill base, et cet.era, which I 
.think complimeQts whatever the State of 

· Connectic'ut or regional . states -- it could be 
Maine, Connecttcut, New Yor:k, et cetera. I 
think that would be a much more· powerful force 
for addressing these issues rather ·than 
Connecticut going one way, Maine going another 
way, Washington going a thi t;"d way. That-, 
again, leads to uncertainty. 

What if Connecticut picks five chemicals here 
·and Maine picks three different cries here and. 
WaShington pick·s another. four different? Now 
you have sqmething that we real1y cannot deal 
with, as opposed to ~hose three states working 
with the .federal government_sayl.ng look, these 
are where we think we have problems, and pool 
r~sources. E·spec:ially nowadays when states 
are facing -- and the federal government also, 
but i~ hasn't stopped t·hem from, for example, 
spending the $30 milli,oil on that one ~ompact. 
Connecticut is also working on that. Maybe 
they could even get some ~f that money. 

REP. HURLBURT: Well, we ~ve actually ha_d some 
conversations .with members of our 

000452 



-· 

• 

• 

135" 
ch/mb/gbr ENVIRONMENT COMMITTEE 

March 1, 201.0 
10:30 A.M. 

congressional delegation ·an that, and they 
actually_ encouraged Connecticut to move 
forward, and maybe pressure. from the states 
will push the federal government to be a 
little bit more stringent. But in light ot: 
what we've seen in Europe with the reach, I 
mean, you know, other countries are taking 
strong me(lsuz:es. Other governmental 
organizations are taking strong measures. 

Why would we _not follow their lead? We're 
trying to increase our exports, -you know, 
they're a marketing partner with a nation. I 
think there's plenty of opportunity for us to 
worlt together. Unfortunately, I wish we could 
work as partner.s in moving forward safer 
products ·far the state, and as we loa~ at 
places to market Connecticut products and keep 
Connecticut residents safe. 

I'll look forward to working ·with you over the 
course of the next few months on this~ but I 
just wish there was a little bit more openness 
towards resolution. Thank you . 

STEVE ROSARIO:_ W~ll ,- thank you very much for that 
observation. I think we're getting there. 
One of the things th~t I will_ submit with our 
statement are our ten prindipals for reforming 
TSCA. And if you look at what we have set 
forth, what the 13 state environmental 
commissioners -- I believe Connecticut was one 
of the commissioners they set forth eight 
principals. 

The NGO community has set forth·some of their 
princ~pals. All three are very, very similar, 
and we actually held -- and people are 
probably shocked when they hear this. We 
actually held a symposium with the 
Enyironmental Working Group, which is one of 
the groups, NGOs, that is being very, very 
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much involved in the whole issue of chemical 
regulation, both at the federal level through 
TSCA. and at the State 1evel. We held a joint 
symposium with them. First time ever. 

We have Qeen at loggerheads with them for a 
long, 1ong t~me, and we finally said hey, 
let's see where we can work together, and I 
believe Senator L_autenberg of New Jersey is 
submitting legisiation to reform TSCA,. and I 
think he's going tq be looking at all these 
principals to· include them. So I think there 
is that effort to bring everyone together and 
to ·try and work on this. 

REP. HURLBURT: Could it be fa_ir to say that 
governmentai entities have been putting enough 
pressure or have p·een going down the road to 
move the industry to do that? 

STEVE ROSARIO: It is certainly one of the factors, 
but I think. that when you look-at that, our 
CEOs, whether you're CEO of a multi 
corporation or a small, 20-person company, 
they read the newspapers. They talk to us. 
That's why we're here is to give them the 
feedbac~. And like I said earlier, those that 
will- innovate are going to be the winners. 

Those that don't, the market, it can be 
brutal, as we see, and they will become 
extinct. So I think our industry will 
continue to go down that path, be innovative, 
buy the kind of pro~ucts that the public and 
.legislators we hope will feel comfortable with 
a level of sa:fety th~t wi.il allow us to 
continue to produce-those _produc~s without the 
kind of barriers that make it very difficult 
to work in the northeast and certain parts of 
the west coast as well. 

Again, that's just .reality. I mean absolutely 
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no disresp.ec.t because I happ~n to be here 'in 
Connecticut. 

REP. ROY: TJ.:lank you. I'm glad that you find 
ludicrous that the EPA doesn_' t talk to the 
states and vice versa or whatever. I think 
we ' 11 let them know. ·Maybe they' 11 open up. 
The original st~dies .that the federal 
government used to monitor what was happening 
in the chemical industry came from the 
chem!cal industry. This is going back to the 
late 19·60s, early· 1970s, and we found that the 
chemical industry wasn't always open with the 
fede·ral government for any number of reasons. 

They also have a problem -- and you stated, 
you know, you worked for OSHA. You were 
overseeing the indust·ries .that could have 
c.aus·ed problems in the workplace and dangers 
and use of chemicals and st.uff. Now you,'· re 
working for the chemic~l industry. And I find 
the same thing with the farming district. 
Monsanto is a huge gl.obal_giant, and its 
people -and. the federa·l goyernment seem to 
change places so that there's a lot of 
f:r::iendsllips there. The milit-ary, same thing. 
They go out and they start the work for the 
different plane manufacturers, 'tank 
manufacturers. And ·again, there's those 
relationships that develop and that corners 
are cut, that·deals are made and the public- is 
not protected. 

The fertilizer in,dustry. We· are amo~g the 
first in the country to limit the. amount of 
fertilizers on school·property1 especially for 
young children and ail. I went into a meeting 
with abou_t two dozen-people in the industry, 
said you want me to trust you. So I asked one 
question: On these bags of fertili-zer t~ey 

_use, there's a point that 93 percent of the 
: ingredients· were inert. ~o I loo_ked around 
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and I asked what's in those ingredients. Not 
one person in the room could answer me. 

They were putting stuff on the ground that · 
th~y had no idea was in there. This is the 
credibility gap that we have, trying to get 
not only.the.chemical industry, but other 
industries to come to .the table and be open 
and honest with us so that we can do our job 
to prote·c~ these folks here. People come to 
us and say please protect my child. Please 
help us make the right choices. 

So I'm leaving you with that thought, that 
please give us good, open, honest information 
so ~e can. do the best job possible for our 
citizens_here in Connecticut. Thank you. 

. . 
STEVE ROSARIO: May I respond just to correct the 

record? In terms of EPA, unfortunately, they 
are prohibited by law, by Section 14B, from 
sharing that information. I think that if 
TSCA is reformed, that ultimately that will .be 

·one of the forms.that they'll be able to share 
with you. Legally right now they can•·t. In 
terms of the cross-fertilization that you 
talked about, after I left OSHA, I continued 
my. career in government in New York for a good 
15 years and I was far away from Washington 
and all of that before· I joined the industry, 
and r·was in a field totally unrelated to what 
Iim doing now. So I really can't talk about 
that cross-fertilization. I don't think it 
applies to me. 

The las~ point, Representative, is I thin~ 
you •·ve known me for a ·couple ye?lrs now, and 
I've always tried to be .. forthright and 
straightforward. I think you knpw that what 
you see is what you ge.t , and that when . .it 
comes to·providing 'information, I always try 
and go the extr~ mile or ten miles to get you 
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or any committee. member, and Senator.Meyer, as 
.wel.l, the information that you need. And I 
think we 've brought some of our t.echnical 
experts here,_ some that work for us, some that 
are ipdependent. So I think I've tried to do 
that. If I have ·failed at any point, please 
point it out and I take full responsibility 
f~r it, because I am the person on the: watch· 
here in· the northeast, _but I hope tha·t we c.an 
continue to provide. whatever it is that you 
need. 

REP. ROY: :I' 11 just say the first step would be to 
give R~p:tesentative Davis, ·who isn't out here 
a·t the moment, a straight answer and not the 
poli~ical answer. Thank you. 

STEVE ROSARIO: ~hank you. very much. 

REP .. ROY: Trudy Swenson followed by Wayne Jervis. 
Trudy? 

Not here . 

Wa"Yne Jervis followed by Michael Gail. 

WAYNE JERVIS: Thank you for having me here. I'm a 
parent d.f three children, elementary school 
students. ~y wife is pregnant.and, I'm .here to 
talk about Bill 206. I've collected. 384 
signatures from re~idents· of Gr~·enwich, 
Connecticut, who desire that cell phone towers 
b~e located one mile from schools, daycare 
facilities and elderly living facilities -- or 
further away. These petitioners also desire 
that the siting authority for cell phone 
towers be returned t·o municipal authorities. 
We've had an overwhelming and positive 
respons·e rate to about 85 percent of the 
people that have approached· it signed our 
pet;ition. They're concerned about the health 
and safety ·of their elderly and children. 
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"KENNETH BALDWIN: Thank you. 

REP. ROY: Tha11-k you. 

Any other questions or comments? 

Seeing none, thank you very much, sir. 

KENNETH·BALDWIN: Thank you. 

REP. ROY: Joyce Acebo Raguskus followed by Timothy 
Morris. 

JOYCE ·ACEBO RAGUS~S: Good afternoon. 
Representative __ :.. thank you very much for 
letting me speak this afternoon. 

My_ testimony is in support of _H.B. 5130_, THE 
CHILD SAFE P~ODUCTS ACT to protect children 
from the chemicals of highest concern i.n toys 
and other product designed for their use. 
Also in .support of H.B. 5126, AN ACT 

·.ESTABLISHING A ·CHEMICAL INNOVATIONS INSTITUTE . 

I'm sure most of us at some point have gotten 
lost in the toy department walking up and down 
the colorful aisles to tcy to reach for .the 
most enticing toy to-bring joy to our little 
ones~ And.I'm ~ure most Connecticut consum~rs 
trust. and ass.ume that if the. toy or a child 
products has made it to the shelves, it has 
also made it through stringent, objective 
testing and contains no chem~cals hazardous to 
the health of our children. To boot, there 
are no real -- no red flags waiving through 
the rows ·and rows. confirming even further this 
assumption. 

Unfortunately, this thinking is ~aulty. Many 
such products, as we know now, are laced with 
chemical toxins, l·ike Bisphenol-A, consuming 



• 

• I . 

172 
ch/~/gbr ENVIRONMENT COMMITTEE 

March 1, 2010 
10:30 A.M. 

cadmium dif~erence from eat·ing carrots. 
Mercury I . bromine., chlorine I PVC and arsenic 
are common. I repeat that word, "common" 
ingredients in our children's products. 

Now ·where lies the accountability and the 
responsil:;>ility? We kick the bottle, the BPA 
bot.tle ·last session, the poisioning leaching 
fields· contaminating the bodies and brains of 
in:fants .and children. Attorney General 
Blumenthal kicked th~ them right off the 
shelves .. in 'Connecticut, and we, all of us 
here, helped to pass one of the strongest BPA 
bills in the nation and globally·,- I believe, 
thanks ·to all your su~port. 

But thi~ is the tip of the toxic chemical 
iceberg, ind~ed. · We've secured so-me hatches, 
but toxic. chemicals continue it ·swim in the 
bloodstreams c;>f o~r little ones. · Toxic toys 
and products are waiting on the shelves and 
pla,ce<;l ~he in vulnerable. hands and mouths- to 
be swallowed up, altering hormones and causing 
distres·s, as_ we speak, until··we take 
responsibility and stop·. Time is of the 
eseence.here. 

Dr. Mark Mitchel;.l of Connecticut and the 
Coalition for the Environment of Justice and 
Dennis McBride, Health Department Director 
Dr. Yang., head of Toxology at Yale all share 

· ·that reform state and federal is absolut·ely · 
essential and waiting . 

. I strongly support the two bills, .5130 and 
5126. l.wo~·t elaborate because of time on 
the. bills partic_ulars. Simply to say that 
they-are the basic ingredients for building 
he~lthy minds and bodies without dela,y, and I 
thank you ali for what you have done and what 
you do do and for· this_ opportunity . 
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REP. ROY: Thank you • 

Any que~tions·or comments? 

Representative Lambert. 

REP. LAMBERT: Joyce, thank you for coming today, 
but I ·want to ~ay that it's not just your 
testimony. It's a visual that you did that 
I'll never forget. 

You asked us to bring in little things.that we 
had a~o~d the house, the little rubber 
duckies, and then you had that lead machine. 
And then I heard noises go off. And then 
Sarah Uhl.had been involved in this test. 
I -- I am so frightened to pick out a toy 
_anymore. I buy clothes. I hope that's safe. 
I hope it's safe. But it's fact of it is, I 
mean, we do have to take responsibility. And 
i.t' s people .like you that are :bringing things 
lik~ tbis to our attention, that we '·re 
becoming bet·ter consumers, because we 
understand that there can be changes done and 
I'm glad you're here to support these bills .. 

Thank you. 

JOYCE ACEBO RAGUSKUS: Thank you so muc~, Barbara . 

. REP. ROY: ·If the clo.thes come from China like the 
toys, you better· check them. 

Any_otber questions or comments? 

Seeing none, Joyce, thank you very much. 

Timothy Morse followed by Tim Phelan. 

TIMOTHY MORSE: Good afternoon, ·Representative Roy, 
Senator Meyer and membe·rs of the Committee. 
Thanks for this opportunity to testify in 
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support of House Bill 5126 on the CHEMICAL 
INNOVATIONS INSTITUTE AT UCONN HEALTH CE~TER. 

I'm Tim -Morse. I'm a professor in the 
occupational and environment~l health center 
at. the University of Connecticut Health 
Cent~r, and with me is Nancy Simcox who is an 
industrial ·hygienist with our group as well .. .-· 

As w:e he·«:lrd from a lot of the discl:lssion, and 
I submitte~ written tes'timony, so I '11 just 
summar~ze .here. There are a lot of emerging 
laws, r.egulations, changes on the 
international an!i national 1·evel. A lot of 
Connecticut businesses is dependent on exports 
and in navigating this changing legal· 
ma,rketp·lace . · 

And ·we found that there is a big need for a 
bett.er understanding of what those regu:;t.ations 
are, how they're changing, and eve:r: how to 
evaluat_e chemicals in rel·ation to those 

. regulations. There's actually a lot of holes 
in what we know ~bout chemica1 use in 

· Connecticut industry and more generally·, w:e 
know about the toxics problems of just 
researching of the high-volume chemi_cals. ·we 
know that ther~'s not comprehensive reporting 
of what chemical.s are used in Connecticut 
indust-ry. 

We went to a graduate student that I had just 
recently .f·inished a report that used reporting 
amoUnts from the. Massachusetts that's required 
under the Massachusetts Toxic Use Reduction . . . . 

Act. And we modeled that on t.o connecticut 
industry ~nd found that we e·stimated that 
tbere are -~bout 660 ·million pounds of 
chemicals being used in manufacturing in 
Connecticut·with about 300 million pounds 
being carcinogens and reproductive toxins . 
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So there-'s· -- now, that's just a model, so we 
don't know if that's completely true for 
Connecticut industry. But I think i_t 
underscores -the need for better research and 
better understanding of wha~·chemicals are 
used in Connecticut industries and how they're 
used ~nd -- and where they go to. 

We-think that a_Chemical Innovations Institute 
can help 'industry understand those both the 
laws and what were the restrictions in terms 
of European- markets., TSCA reform and so on·. 
_We've already started in providi.ng training to 
employer~ and to workers on ways of evaluating 
chemicals and evaluating safer alternatives. 

We ·can help develop linkage$ to nati9nal and 
interna:tiorta'l groups. We already have a 
number of those relationships begun. And that 
we can also link to g~een chemistry efforts 
such as down. at the.Yale center that just 
started up in recent years. 

We believe I'll conclude by saying our 
center has a lot of expe~ience working with 
Connecticut businesses on.industrial hygiene, 

·chemical evaluation, ergonomics, and other 
things. We've worked with hundreds of 
Connecticut bus~nesses ~nd workers. We think 
Bill '5126 cah help in that effort by giving 
increased visibility to a center, which ~auld 
help us in attracting funding from a variety 
of sources, found~tions, grants, and .so on, 
and as well as a high-profile advisory board 
would be very·helpful on that. 

·REP. ROY: Okay. Thank you. Hold it there . 

Any quest·ions or comm~nts from members of the 
9ommi.t tee? 

Representa~ive Lambert . 
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·REP. LAMBERT: Thank you for your testimony. 

Do you feel that because it's you:r expertise~ 
do you feel that in most cases, most companies 
are compliant if there ~s a chemical in 
their -- in their -- they post their data 
sheets? Do you feel that most of t;:hem, 
they're not trying to hide wh~t they have? 
Are had he more·forthright than some of us 
would believe·? 

TIMOTHY MORSE: · Yeah,_ l think, you kno~, since· I 
did my doctoral dissertation on the history of 
t_he right to know legislation, so I. am 
familiar with this area. And most companies 
now are fully compliant with the hazard 
communication standard, which is giving their 
workers access to information about chemicals. 

But there's very little gathering of that on.a 
statewide level. There's some under the -­
und.er t;h!3 TRI system. There's some reporting 
that goes to :loca_l fire marshals; but 'it tends 
to be very large quantities, and so we still 
don't have·a good understanding of patterns 
within industries. But I think in relation ·to 
g.l.ving information.to their own employees, 
they're quite good. 

REP. LAMBERT: ·. An,d do you think they collect ·data 
from their employees if they are to get ill? 
I mean_, is will any kind of follow-up on that? 

·.Like if ther~·s .five people in· one .industry -­
and I won't name any names -- that they bave 
brain 1:;umors or- whatever, 'is there ·a database 
for that,- also, while we're thinking. of this 
bill? 

TIMOTHY MORSE: There's -- there's not a good 
database· for that. Occupat-ional disease tends 
to be very underreported. I.t • s actually 
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another one of my research are·as. And I track 
occupational diseases that are reported by 
worke·r' s_ compensation physicians in the state, 
and the OSHA surveys. And current research is 
probably somewhere -- for occupatiopal 
disea~e, _ probab_ly depending op the type _of 
disease, you're talking 10 to 20 percent 
actually gets reported. 

And that tends to be more acute disease, so 
things like cancer~ and so op·are very rarely 
detected in· terms of clusters. 

REP . ROY: Thank you . 

Any -- 0 

Senator Meyer. 

_SENATOR MEYER: Are you Professor Morse? Is that 
right? 

TtMOTHY .MORSE.: Correct . 

SENATOR MEYER: And Professor, and you're you're 
with -- tbat ·would take this institute, 
University of Conne_cticut Health- Center would 
t_ake this'? 

TIMOTHY MORSE: 'That ' s correct . 

SENATOR MEYER: ·Apy financial implications of 
creating thi,s_ do you see under this bill? 
Th~re•s a provision in- the bill you can see 
for federal --_to take federal·grants. 

TIMOTHY MORSE: Right. We're fully ·cognizant of 
the fiscal problems ~acing Connecticut. 

SENATOR MEYER: Right. 

TIMOTHY MORSE: So so we're not asking for 

• 0 
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funding under this bill. And we need that 
language in there that says that if we can't 
get ~unding that we wouldn' .t be obligated. to 
do 

SENATOR MEYER: Right. 

JOYCE ACEBO RAGUSKUS: -- to do 

SENATOR MEYER: Right.. I saw that at the end. 

TIMOTHY MORSE:. Because we -- our whole unit, tor 
the most part, is soft funded, so we're 
funded, you_know, we don't have general 
funding support. So pre·tty much we're 
ent·reprenuers, I suppose .in. the sense that 
we., re .funded under grants, contracts and so 
on. 

So _ _. so we thin)t that this would be ·helpful 
because I th~nk that it would help us with 
get:ting foundation support. We already have a 
number of grants th~t are starting th.is w~y. 
We have a recent grant from NYOSH that.Nancy 
is coordinating, looking at ·the transition to 

. g;re~n cleaners in st·ate agencies, for example, 
in looking at obstacles and impediments· and . · 
wpat the ac·tual exposures are that came about 
after'the bill that got passed here requiring 
the transit·ion to green ·cleaners. 

So that··· s an example. W.e ··ve done .other 
cont"erences that ·we've gotten grant support 
for that included business and labor and 
environmental gro~ps looking at green 
chemistry and control banding and ways of 

·evaluating chemicals, so we're pretty facile 
at a.ttracting .funding. We think that this 
bill would help us do that. 

SENATOR MEYER: You know·, taking into account the 
staffing problems we have at Department of 
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Environmental Protection and Department of 
Public Health, .this is ·to -- t_here institu.te 
c~uld. be a real help to Connecticut and to the 
question of chemicals. 

TIMOTHY MORSE: ·Yeah. 

SENATOR MEYER: I think it would be -- lim just to 
just make a suggestion to you that you or some 
other repre~entative of the Health center drop 
a note to the_Office of Fi~cal Analysis 
telling that offi.ce that there ~on' t be any 
implications to the state and why. 

TIMO~HY MORSE: Yeah. 

SENATOR MEYER:· I'm very concerned that this bill 
do get kick_ed because of an OFA, Office of . 
Fiscal Analysis memo that would -- that would 
say that· it has a· cost o."f undetermine.d 
proportions or something like that. 

TIMOTJiY MORSE: We're -- we're -- I've been working 
with_JoJ:Ume Lorribardo on this, and I believe 
that that's in·process if it hasn't happened 
already. 

SENATOR MEYER: Good.· 

TIMOTH_Y ·MORSE: And ·she '- s· already Submit ted writ ten 
testimony on behalf o-f Vice President· ~orenz 
on this bill. 

TIMOTHY MORSE: Great. Thank you, Professor. 

REP. ROY: Representative Harnish. 

REP. HORNISH: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

You had mentioned that with occupational 
diseases, about 10 ··to 20· percent are reported. 
Typically·, you know, I .assume that -- what 
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degree of confidence would. a company need to 
have· in order to report or assume causation 
from a c·ertain exposure? 

TIMOTHY MORSE: The ones that tend to get reported 
are the ones that tend to be closer to .acute. 
So_ repetitive tra.uma, for ·example., carpal 
tunnel syndrome and .so on, for example. 

So if you had two or three workers working in 
the same kind of area, then that would be 
likely to get recognized. Occupational 
cancers that have long lat.ency periods or have 
multiple causation and so on are much less 
likely to get into that system. 

And, you know,·we c:iid the study even of. 
asbestos-related-cancers .. like Mesothelioma, 
and, you know, there were about -- at the time 
we did that, about 35 per year that were 
getting reported for Connecticut ·fatalities 
from mesothelioma, from asbestos, but 
virtually none !"rom lung cancer. We know that 
from epdimeologic studies that ·are a~out t.en 
times as many lung cancers from asbestos than 
there are from-Mesothelioma. So you get huge 
underreporting even from something that's so 
as well recognized as asbestos. 

When you get it a lot of chemicals that 
haven't even been studied properly 
toxicologically_, so .number one; number two, 
you need a physician to make the connection, 
and: they're more concerned with treating the 
d~sease than they are understanding the cause. 
So there are a lot of_ factors that go into 
that under reporting. Does that answer yqur 
quest-ion?· 

REP. HORNISH: I believe so. Yeah, T k_now it's 
very -- ·it's hard to a·ssess sometimes,· I'm 
~ure· . 
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TIMOTHY MORSE: Faculty have .a hard time answering 
anything in short. !.apologize. 

REP .. HORNISH: Oka.y. Thank you very rp.ucn. 

REP, RO:Y:· Representative Hurlburt 

.. REP. HURLBURT: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

An~ good to see both of you today. I 
appreciate you Jllaking the ef.fo:z;-t to come up 
and join u~. I apologize for being out· o.f the 
room, but did you have an opportunity to. 
address·what you guys have. been doing so far 
within your departments and working with the 
University of Massachusetts up at Lowell with 
their similar project? 

TIMOTHY MORSE: Briefly. we.have done a couple of 
major conferences. One is on controlled 
banding, which is actually a series ever 
c·ont;erences that • s been training teams from 
different companies, about 60 d,if·ferent 
companies in Connec'tic::ut, to do qualitative 
chemical analysis so that they can understand 
what are the most hazar.dous chemicals that 
they have.. It helps them in determining 
whether there are s'afer alternatives, because 
~here•s kind of a way of doing that easily. 
An~ that was· qUite successful. 

We had an,other one that had about 180 peopl·e 
tnat came. from around the state ·from business, 
labor and environmental groups looking at 
green chemistry a·nd safer alternatives and 
looking at that process. we•ve worked with 
UMass Lo~ell on a variety of projects over 
it•s last 15 years, really. We have very 
close ties to them. we· have a. shared healthy 
workplace center with UMass Lowell. We: work 
with a lot ·o.f their policy people and have 
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worked with -- they've. devel·oped a WICKI on 
the green screen approach, which is part of 
th_e interstate chemical clearinghouse, and 
we've helped with that. We '.ve 'been to a 
number of their c~nferel;lces. Other things 
that we've done, Nancy_, that you can think? 

NANCY SIMCOX: We've toured their laboratory for 
green .where they evalute the green cleaning 
products that they certify. 

REP. ROY: Would you please give your name when you 
speak· · 

NANCY SIMCOX: Sorry. Nancy Simcox. 

T~MOTHY MQRSE: Thank you. So it's not like we're, 
you know, rec!eating something. We're kind of 
taking what you guys have been doing and 
giving you more of a formal se~_ting, which I 
think in our meeting that w.e disc:ussed that 
.that structure gives some security to. the 
industry and gives some legitimacy to -- to 
the·. in,stitute and ·would allow you guys to · 
pursue federal and: private financing and 
unders-tanding Senatory Meye~' s concerns, you 
know, we did-talk extensively about the fact 
that-this would be not stated funded, but this 
_would be an as- funded basis. And if there 
were I>rivate or,. you know, other nonstate 
grants av?lilable to· continue the funding, you 
know, that·wou1d be -- that's contingent upon 
the institute. 

NANCY SIMCOX:. That's correct. That's our 
understanding, yes. 

TIMOT~ .MORSE: And .in relation to s·enator· Meyers 
question before about doing toxico1ogical 
evaluations and so on as opposed·to DEP ~r 
DPH, I th.ink our main concerns -- two main 
concerns, I suppose. One is the fi·scal, which 
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is that we .don't have funding for doing that . 
So, you .know, we basic·ally have to pay for the 
grant. We have to do the grants that ·We're 
being paid to do. And the secqnd. is that. 
universiti~s are:r;t't really very well oriented 
towaz:ds 9-oing regu~atory approaches. We're 
bett·er at research and education is really our 
strengths. 

REP. HURLBURT: -Great. Thank you very much. 

And thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

REP. ROY·: Thank you. Arty other questions or 
comments? 

Nancy, ple~se stop at the clerk's desk so they 
·have the correct spelling of your name for the 
records . T~an]{ you. 

TIMOTHY· MORSE: Thank you very much. 

REP. ROY: Tim Phelan followed by Daniel Csuka . 

TIMOTHY PHELAN: Good afternoon, Representative Roy 
and melliPers ·o.f the Environment Committee. 'My 
name is Tim Phelan. I'm the president of the 
Connecticut· Retail Merchants Association and 
also ·executive director of the Connecticut 
Jewelers Asso9iation. 

For the record, the -- the Retail Merchants 
As~oci~tion is a statewide t~ade association 
representing some of the world's largest 
retailers and the State's main street 
Merch~nt-s. 

Whoa, that's it. Geez, waited around for that 
long. Can I continue? 

And the Connecticut Jewelers Association 
obviou$ly represents the jewelry industry 
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have that· debate, I suppose, but at the same 
time, we-- we have a commerce that·we have to 
conduct. We hav~ business"that we have to-­
we- have to continue with and we want to try to 
minimize as much as ·we can that disruption in 
commerce. 

REP . ROY: Thank you . 

Any other questions or comments in? 

Seeing none, Tim thank you very much. 

TIMOTHY PHELAN: Thank you, Repre·sentative Roy. 

REP. ROY: .Daniel Csuka f._ollowed ·by Carolyn 
Wysock~. 

DANIEL CSUKA:· Representative Roy and members of 
the. ·Environment Committee, thank you for the 
opportunities to speak in front. of you. today. 

My name is Daniel Csuka. I'm second.year law 
student at the University of Connecticut and. . 
an inte:r.h with the Connecticut Public Health 
Association. I. am here to speak for the 
Connect.icut Public Health Association in 
support· of House Bill Number s·126~ FOR. THE 
-CHEMI~L INNOVATIONS INSTITUTE. 

I apologize. I •m getting over being sick,_ so 
my voice ~ight cut out eyery now and then. So 
briefly speald~g for myself, although I cannot 
claim t·o have any direct . evidence of my 
personally being affected by t}:le toxic 
chemicals· p·resent in the Connecticut 
environment, studies do suggest it is likely. 
Members of my famiiy, several of· them have 
spent years trying to conceive and they•ve 
endured numerous tests and surgeries to 
determine what the problem is and how to fix 
it, and they • re not alone by any means, as you . 
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all. know . 

So fertility problems are one of the main 
problems that are associat~d with t-oxic 
chemical exposure. Over the years, among 
other things, there's been about a 40 percent 
increase in women reporting difficulty 
conceiving. There's been an increase in 
endomietriosis. Y~u know, a whole -- whole 
other slew of factors that -- that are being 
att~ibut~d to toxi,c chemical_ exposure. 

And these days, I really think one would have 
trouble finding someone who doesn't know 
anyone ~lse who has known someone who has had 
trouble conceiving. I think eno1:1gh people 
have talked about a_ background with the 
federal government not doing enough with the 
tox_ic chemical reduction. I think that's what 
it's called. 

·so I ·really do think that at this point, the 
state should probably try to take it step 
forward and do something in a positive 
direction to limit the -- the amoun_t of 
chemicals in our environment. 

Again, as othe·r people have mentioned, it 
·would allow tis to -- it would enable 
Connecticut to both contribute to and tap into 
similar programs in other ~tates in the area 
like TURA in Massachusetts, which Dr. Morris 
spoke a little bit about. TURA has really 
helped tremendously, and some facts that I 
found regarc;iing that is they were able 20 
reduce the use of toxic chemicals:by 
40 percent, byproduct waste by 58 percent, 
toxic emissions by 80 percent, ~nd it would 
al~o of course help businesses save mon·ey and 
get th~m more involved with other businesses 
overseas . 
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Again, TURA has saved companies a total of $14 
million so far since they came into being. 
Third, the· .most obvious benefit would be a 
reduction in health care costs. There are 
various estimates, but -- bu,t one fact 
suggested that even if we were t·o· reduce the 
amount of chronic disease at.tributed 'to toxic 
chemical expc;>sures., Connecticut· would see 
about· a· $50 million dollar kickback f-rom. that. 

So for all those ~easons and a few others, the 
Connect·icut Publi·c Health Association is in 
strong ·support of House Bill 512E?. And thank 
you for. this opportunities and -I '.11. try to 
answer whatever questions you have. 

REP. ROY: Thank yo~ . 

~y questions or comments from members of the 
Committee? 

Good job; Daniel . 

Our next speaker is·carolyn Wysocki followed 
by Gus Kellogg. 

Plea·se turn your microphone on. 

000.508 

CAROLYN WYSOCKI: Okay. Senator Meyer, 
Repres:entative Roy and members. of the 
Environmental Committee, my-name is Carolyn 
Wysocki, and .as ·p1;esident of the Ecological 
Health Organization, .als·o known as ECHO, I am 
here t.o voice our support for Hous~ Bill 5126 
REGARDING THE CHEMICAL-INNOVATIONS INSTITUTE, 
and ,House Bill 5130 ,_AN ACT COI_'ICE~ING CHILD 
SAFE PRODUCTS. 

\!b5o.a5 

. . 

Almost 20 years ago, ECHO was formed as a 
statewide nonprofit.adv.ocacy and support . 
orga.nizat.ion for peopie with multiple chemical 
syndr_ome, which is also known as MCS, and for 
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others who care about its prevention. MCS is 
.a chronic disorder as a result of massive 
single exposure. to a chemical such as in a 
pesticide or a cumulative building up of ·toxic 
che~icals in our bodies over a period of time. 

We develop.inc~eased reactions to various 
chemicals found in products such as 
pesticides, building materials; cosmetics, 
frgrances and cleaning products, and then we 
exhibit respiratory, neurological, muscular, 
cardiovascular symptoms. All those are 
dependent upon the type of chemj.cal that we•ve 
had exposure to. There•s no known cure for 
MCS and most effective t·reatment found today 
i.s avoidance. 

We and. our· families are being expose to toxic 
chemicals on a daily basis in our home, school 
and work' environments.. It is. only after the 
fact when there is a sufficient numbe~ of 
people with an il.lness· that· s.om·e c.orrective 
actions action is done like removing the 
prod'u.c~ or chemj,.cal from the market as was 
done with dioxin, mercury, PVC, et cetera. 

I atn not only speaking about people with MCS, 
but those children and adults who are · 
contributing to a growing. epidemic of chronic 
diseases and disorders that include cancer, 
asthma, learning and developmen~al 
disabilities, birth defects, et cetera. 

Since 2001, CDC has been tracking the· leve·ls 
of synthetic chemicals ·in the blood. and uri.ne 
of average Americans. Our s.o-called body 
burden. These studi'es found that all of u·s 
are contaminated with household and industrial 
chemicals and pesticides, some of which 
request buildup in our bodies, our blood, fat 
t~ssues, muscle, bone, brain or other organs . 
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For example, PCB and DDT·, two persistent 
chemicals that have ~een banned for 30 years 
are still ·found in nearly all the people 
tested by CDC. Other chemicals lodge in our 
bodies for only a short time before it~ becomes 
excret·ed. Ju~:~t· as the canaries in the coal 
mines,. people with MCS are 'the human canaries 
·of the 21st century. We • ve been warning 
people about the toxic chemicals in t~e air,· 
wate·r, food and products we u13e in your homes, 
of'fices and envi.ronments that· are affecting 
public he~lth. 

We owe it t.o ou:t children and granq.children to 
provide-a safe environment, safer substances, 
safer alt'ern.atives and st;~.fer man~facturing 
processes to reduce ha~ardous substances in 
consumer products. As a founding member of 
the Coa-lition f:or. a Safe. and Heaithy _ 
Connecticut,_ ECHO supports the establishment 
o~ an innovation institute that would help 
lessen the risk of people becoming ill -from 
-toxic chemicals . 

By replacing toxic chemicals with safer 
alternatives, ·we can help reduce the number of 
peopl_.e who· not only develop ·MCS, but those who 
may develop canc.er, reproductive arid 
neuro-degenerative disorders. By helping 
Connecticut manufacturers make the tr~nsition 
to safer substances and proces.ses., we can 
reduce illn~sse_s and health care costs .and 
improve worker community an environmental 
health. 

The good news i-s that the harm caused by toxic. 
chemicals is preventable and (inaudible) is 
prevention is my int·ention. 

I also want to support House Bill -5005 :in 
regards to the green hotels, I just learned 
that, you know, from the t.estimony this· 
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morning from Representative Janowski, yes, 
that it was on the agenda today, and I'm 
supporting it· from ECHO. And there's al·s.o a . 

. green hotel directory t.hat shows there is a 
number of hotels ~nd mote"ls "tJ::lroughotit the 
country that are_going green, and do some o( 
the things that she's hoping to do through her 
bill. 

REP. ROY: Thank you. 

Any questions or comments from members of the 
·Committee? 

Repre.sentative Lambert. 

·REP. LAMBERT:. I' like your motto-is prevention is 
my intentio~, but once someone is infected 
with this or they're toxic, is there· a cure? 
I mean, do they -- ~t's just controlled? 

CAROLYN WYSOCKI: Like I say, avoidance is the best 
thing that doctors can recommend, and with:· 
that is like we have to talte .certain . 
precautions, like chloriJ:?.e was mention·ed 
before. Okay. Well, we have wat·er ~ilters 
both for drinkipg water and in the shower. 
You ki?-ow, ~e have air·purifiers. You know, we 

·have to use supplements most -- most of the 
time because there's chemicals in medicat:ion. 
So we have to ·adjust· our -- our lifestyle. We 
can.' t be whe.re people wear p:erfume, for one. 

REP. ROY: .Thank you. 

Any other questions or. comments? 

We're all set. Thank you very much. 

Gus.Kellogg .followed by Chris Phelps. 

GUS :KELLOGG: G.ood afternoon, Chairman R:oy, 
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REP. HURLBURT: We' 11 work together .on that. · Thank 
you very ·much, Mr. Chairman. 

And thank you again, Gus. 

GUS Kf:!LLOGG: thank ·you. 

REP. ROY: 'l'hank yo.u. 

Any other ques.tions or comments? 

Seeing.none, thank you very much. 

GUS. KELLOGG.: Thank you. 

REP. :ROY: Chris Phelps followed by Lori 
Vitagliano. 

CHRISTOPHER ~HELPS: Good afternoon, Chai.rman Roy, 
Cha_irman Meyer, members of the Committee. I'm 
Christopher Phelps. I'm: the directo.r o.f 
Enviro.nment Connecticut-.. We are a· nonprofit 
member supported environmental advocacy 
organization in Connec,ticut. And I've 
submitted written testimony and com~ents on 
House Bill 5126. I also want to try, in .mY 
few minutes here, to take a couple of. moments· 
to provide some thoughts on Bi11 5"130 ·as well. 

Re·garding 5126, this bill -- we strongly · 
support·this legislation, which really creates 
a mechanism for· a public .private partnership, 
if you will between our state's flagship 
university industry and ~ublic :P,ealth 
community and scieptists, who real1y help 
Connecticut industry and businesses move 
towards ;;educing the use of toxi"c·chemicals in 

.o:ur state. That provides two; as :i: see it·, 
signific.ant benefits to Connecticut. 

One is helping business and industry reduce 
its costs related to various thinss such a.s 

000518 



• 

• 

• 

201 
ch/mb/g~r ENVIRONMENT COMMITTEE 

March l, 2010 
10:.30 A.M .• 

regulatory compliance w.ith the handling in 
management of toxic chemicals. We can move in 
you~ processes ~rom a toxic chemical to a 
safer alternative. There are cos·ts savings 
for bUsinesses associated with that and 
certainly, as you heard. testimony, competitive 
benefits in the national and international 
mark~tplace·. The second is, quite obviously, 
to the extent that we are able to help our 
busin~sses arid our industries in the state 
work together to reduce the use and the 
consumption of' toxic materials. 

That will inevitably reduce the emissions of 
toxics into our air a-rid our water and our 
landscape., protecting our- environment, 
protect-ing wildlife, protecting public- health. 
I hate the clichei but it's a win-win for 
everyone. in the state to move in this 
direction.-

I'd also like to point out the legislation 
specifical-ly protects -- has language 
pro~ecting UCONN from being forced to divert 
resources. It does not require the use of 
additional resources, financial resources from 
the University of Connecticut to implem~nt 
this program, and that is obviously very 
important in the current budget and economic 
climate. 

I really am thrilled to see- this legislation 
before this committee, because 21 years ago, 
my first· job was working to help pass the­
Toxic Use Reduction Institute legislat_ion in 
Mass~chusetts that has been so successful in 
that s~a_te, and I. thirik it's high time, we saw 
something similar here in co·nn.ectictit. 

Regarding 5130; I heard a few minutes ago 
Mr. Faylen talking about this le_gislation and 
-I was a little bit confused, because I did 
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MARTHA KELLY: Good afternoon, Chairmans Roy and 
Meyer and members of the committee. Thank you.· 
for giving me the opportunity to speak this· 
afternoon. I '.m Martha, Kelly. I live in 
Hartford and 'I •m a member of the Connect.icut 
Coalition for Environment~l Justice. I'm 
spe·aki.ng in· support of .House Bill 5126, which 
would e·s·t.ablish the chemical innov~ti.ons 
institute, anp House Bill 5130, AN ACT 
CONCERNING· .CHILD SAFE. PRODUCTS. 

I strongly support these two bills; which · 
WO\lld help ·to -.- begin to address our concerns: 
voiced by many people ~bout the w~akness of 
the.· ;federal TSCA law, anO. I congr.~tulate the 
conimittee for the action that it's t.aken· in 
the pa~t .. to ban, for example,· le.ad and 
a~besto·s in. children Is products. It Is 
instructive that,.we .. ve had to ·com~ here to get 
legislation on those issues. I'm concerned. 
about the·se issues as an individual and. as an 
activist an·d as a parent and grandmother . 

.Many of t~e cb~micals that are in ·use are a 
hormonally. active and disrupt the body's 

·intt;:!rnal system!3. And these chemicals, which 
seem to be very common; more and more thi.ngs 
turn out to be endocrine disrupters. They can 
have iritergenerational effects, where an 
exposure of a ··par~nt ends up caus.ing harm to a 
de~cendant., a child or grandchil"cl. That 
worries. me. · 

Also, health disparities·.in different 
communities which are not clear a$ to their 
causes, but they're probably more than just 
healt~ access affect -- aff'ecting the urban 
communities. For example~ that ]:ive seen 
evidence that black women have higher 
mortality f~om brea·st cane.er, even though; they 
may have. -lower incidence of it and have more 
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aggressive tumors-. 

My written testimony contains a link ·to ·work 
done on this by· the-Center for Environmental 
Oncology at the University of Pittsburgh 
Cancer -Institute. And you don•·t have it in 
your packet b_ecaus.e I was late turning it in, 
but it IS avi!:lilable ~ 

Whatever we put l.nto products goes event:ually 
into the waste stream, and in Hartford, we 

• ' •• 0 

have many of. the waste disposal incineration 
landf-ill and other facilit-ies, so the urban 
populations are diSpropor.tiona1ly exposed to 
those. 

Okay. Thank you. 

so·anyway, basi~ally, I'm very concern about 
the who~e issue of our body bu.rden of many 
chemicals showing up in. infants anq. I think 
that both of these b~lls woulcl be very helpful 
ways to move our effort.s to the next step, 
particularly the chemical- innovations 
instit~teq which could work also to help 
Connecticut industry be more competitive. 

SENATOR MEYER: ·Thank you, Ms. Kelly·. 

Are ther~ any question~;:~ from the committee? 

You did it. 

MARTHA 'KELLY: Good. 

SENATOR MEYER: You're -- you're clear. Thank you. 
Our n~xt witne·ss is ~dy Hackman followed by 
Annamarie Beau,lieu ·and then Kim. O'Rourke. 

ANDREW HACKMAN.: G.ood. afternoon, Chairman Meyer and 
·meinbers of the committee. I appreciate you 
hanging with us or hanging this afternoon in 
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the stamina that you've had to have great 
qtiestions for former presenters and I 
appreciate you accepting the. testimony. I am 
here on behalf the Toy Industry ~ssociation. 
We have 9ver 500 manufacturers and 
distributors of toys that are here in the 
United States. We have 20 members that are in 
Connecticut.that represent more than 600 jobs 
here in the ·state .. 

And we,. unfortunately, are opposed to House 
Bill 5.130, as currently drafted. We agree 
with t_he goal of the legislation in terms of 
ensuring that the substances used in toys and 
chilQ.ren's products are the safest available. 
It's something our industry absolutely strives 
for. 

I want to talk a little bit first about how 
our .~ndustry is regulated and the system that 
we •ve e·stablished internally to ensure that 
toys are safe and so that we do -- when do you 
walk.down those shelves, you can feel 
.confident that our products are safe. And 
then I want to hone in very specifically about 
some problems we see in the legislation and 
get right to the .Point in terms of the flaws 
that we see and ways that we think the bill 
needs to be improved for it to be feasible. 

First, we ar.e regulated extensively a.s an 
industry. The Consumer Products· Safety 
Improvement Act, wh;ich passed in 2008, has 
established very stringent regul~tions for a'll 
substances in our products. It is illegal for 
us to sell toys that expose c;:hildren to·known 
substances that cause harm. Specifically, we 
are also regulated through ~n ASTM standard 
that is now legally binQ.ing and mandatory law. 

The issue of cadmium has been brought up. 
· .Cadmium is regu-lated in toys. Exposure to 
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cadmium is specifically regulated in our ASTM 
st~ndard as are. other heavy metals. So I want 

·that to be clear. We are regulated 
extensively for those substances and not 
allowed to expose children. to knoWn chemicals 
of concern. As I said, we've got a layer of 

. regulations federally and our industry also 
has the toy safety cer~ification program·that 
is meant to show and to certify that our toys 
are sa:fe·. · 

I was talking with one· of our members earlier 
today, arid before a produc;:t goes to market, 
they have -13.0 pages of certifications and 
independent testing ·that must take .place 
before ·they can bring a product to ·mark.et. So 
t think that's a very strong tact in support 
of the safety.that our industry has. committed 
to and.recorrim.l.tted itself to in rec~nt years. 

In termf:! of specif·ic concerns with this 
legislation, this bill would -- proposes to 
identify chemicals of conce~n and ban them. I 
think on its face that seems like.a very good 
concep.t. 'The parameters that are . spelled out 
in this legislation wo.uld pull in 
apprqximately 2,000 chemicals. If you look at 
the list from Maine, Washington and other 
places, those ·would·be about 2,000 chemicals~ 
and there's· no serious criteriOz:l pn how to get 
from 2, 0 q 0 chemicals down to j us.t five -·- and 
I'll wrap up here quickly -- but we believe 
that there· must be a: strong criterion that 
move·s from. this random ... - potentially· picking 
chemicals 'at random off this list of 2, 000 
down t.o. those chemicals that are of highest 
c.oncern and have exposure. Another element 
that is missing· from this legislation is the 
consideration of exposure and chemicals that 
are intent·ionally added. versus trace elements 
or chemicals that are below th'e de minimis 
lim.l.'t. · 
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I'll mention briefly cost, as well. In other 
states that have looked at this i.ssue, 
specifically California, they've got a program 
that's somewbat similar. They've estimated 
this program will cost the state $7.3 million 
in the fir~t five years. I understand we want 
to protect safe~y. I just wanted to make sure 
that this committee understands the -- the 
resources that that stat·e has committed 
towards this issue. We believe that their 
approach is one that hopefully will balance 
risk and exposure, but that program is not 
even yet up and running. 

The last thing I want to mention is in terms 
of stakeholder input. This legislation 
doesn't p·rovide for formal stakeholder input 
process.· I thin~ it's something that needs to 
Qe included and needs to be·a strong elements 
o.f any chemicals pr<=!gram here in the state. 

The final point I want to end on is sort of a 
personal one. I've got a 16-month old 
daughter at home. This is not an issue I take 
lightly. This is not an· is·sue that I _can go 
to bed at night representing this industry 
without feeling strongly that the safety of 
the products that I represent and that this 
industry provides to the American public are 
Safe. So again, I appreciate the t~~e and I 
appreciate the stamina with which you've 
handled questions and_been- thoughtful on this 
matter. And again, I just really appreciate 
the opportunities to be here this afternoon. 

SENATOR MEYER: Mr. Hackman, I know hav{n.g met you 
before about a week ago I guess,. you come from 
Cincinnati. Is that right? 

ANDREW HACKMAN: That is correct . 
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SENATOR MEYER: That's where you live . 

ANDREW HACKMAN: I. woke up at.3:30 this morning 

SENATOR MEYER: Yeah. 

ANDREW HACKMAN: -.- and kissed my daughter good-bye 
·as I _grabbed the airplane. 

SENATOR MEYER: Can you fly from Cincinnati to 
Hartford? 

ANDREW HACKMAN: No, I went through Dul~es this 
mq;~:-ning. Dulles in Washington. 

SENATOR MEYER: I see. Okay. You know,. I 've got 
problems with this bill, as well~ but there 
are standards in this bill tha-t you don't -- I 
want to draw your attention. 

For the -- for the chemical to be on the 
banned list, it's got to have been present in 
human umbilical cord blood, human breast milk, 
human blood or other bodily tissues or it's 
got to be·-a chemical present in household 
dust., indoor ~ir, ·drinking water or any area 
of the borne environment, or it's got to be a 
chemical that.' s added to or p_resent in a 
consumer ·product. So I think there are some 
standards here. 

What my concern you may have heard from p:r::ior 
questions was that this delegates, perhaps 
improperly, a great deal of authority to one 
state agency, and that;· you know, toxic 
chemicais are really under the auspices of the 
General Assembly .. So I don't think we'll see 
the bill go through in this form. 

ANDREW HACKMAN: If I may, on the issue 

SENATOR MEYER: If you want to make any particular 
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specific recommendations as we go forward with 
the bill, that would be helpful . 

. ANDREW HACKMAN: I certainly think state code of 
input as I noted is an essential factor,· and I. 
think having this committee. have· that input 
provides greater Stakeholder involvement. In 
Maine, l;>efore a chemical is banned, it has to 
come back, to the Leg~slature for ,review. So 
that's ~ cqnce:gt that if the committee is 
batting around. 

In terms criteria that you mentioned -·­
z:eferenced, the· presence of a chemical in 
those di;f.~erent bio monitoring type studies, 
that's going to pull in a large number of 
chemicals. · .Yo.u .can test f.or anything and find 
it anywhere. You could test this desk and 
find lots :of different ·chemicals that ·might 
show up and be of concern and be on those 
lists:' So I urge you to think about finding 
the ch.emi,cals of highest concern and most 
.adverse impact irt terms of criteria bere, 
because j·ust the presence of a chemical 
doesn't ·necessarily indicate that we shc:mld 
spend lots of resources trying to go 
about going about. trying to ban it. 

And - -- because this is a ban in three year~ , . 
and I knc:>w three years might be a time frame 
that folks here feel comfortable with, but 
three years is a very short time period. And 
I looked through the bill a couple of t~mes, -I 
think one of the speakers alluded to the fact 
that in t:hre·e years t.hat -- that you can gets 
a waiver from that. I Q.idn't see the waiver 
process in here, so I think that • s· something 
that ·needs -to· be addressed-and; understood. 

SENATOR MEYER: Thank you. 

Representat·i ve Hurlburt . 
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REP. HURLBURT: Thank you very-much, Mr. Chairman. 

And thank_you for your stamina. You're going 
on quite a day here. You should talk to your 

·lobbyist about getting a better number, I 
guess. I don't know. 

ANDREW HACKM1:\N: .Well, l was running late this 
morning, so my· flight landed at ten o'clock, 
so we were a little bit ~ervous about actually 
getting here on time,_ but app~~ently, I waited 
a little bit too long in terms of pulling a 
number this morning. 

REP. ~LBUR'I': That was a very conservative 
estimate on your part. I want to thank you 
for your testimony. I do think that maybe 
there is a place for ·stakeholder input, and 
you testified today on the chila safe 
products. 

Can I just pull from you your opinion or your 
thoughts on the Chetnica1 Innovations Institute 
that one of -- I wouid consider it a partner 
bill to what we have going here? 

ANDREW HAC19"1AN: yeah, I didn'·t address that 
·specifically, and we don't have a formal 

position. on that. It might surprise some of 
the a~yocates. From my perspective, our 
industry wou14 be supportive. of the concept. 
I think it needs to be improved; 5126 is 
something, though, that-- as I" said, ·our 
industry is always looking for the safest 
substances tc;> use in our - -· our products. 
Having that center that helps and works on 
innovation would be something that -- allowing 
there's industry collaboration in that 
public/private. partnership, I -thit:1k we could 
be supportive of that .. .Apd maybe that's 
something where we could work together . 
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I _know ther·e was a concern with the commit tee 
in tez:ms of r.esources and there being 
resources tor that -institute. I would argue 
that t'here would· be the same resource 
requirement for 5130 as there would be for 
5126. N~ state has really, outside of 
Massac-husetts, art"d of this they've ha_d a long 
running safe alte~n:atives program at 
( i·naudible )_ that you've heard about. 

But no stat·e has really approached qur 
industry·specifically and in the area of 
consumer products and said let-'-s form an 
institute to loo~ at safer alternatives, and I 
think it '.s something particular -- like I 
said, we've got 20 members here in. the state 
that I think could be great examples to be 
engased in that type of process of finding 
sa:e~r·alt~rna_t-ives and evaluating them. So 
again, in terms of that legislation, we don't 
have ~ formal position, but I. see more 
opportunity the_re in terms of truly helping 
the industry find safe·r alternatives . 

REP. HURLBURT: Would that satisfy your stakeholder 
input that you 'mentioned a few times during 
your test·imony? 

AND~EW HACKMAN: I think if we-~ere an active player 
in 5126 or that. instituted, that would be an 
important factor for us. In terms. of­
st-akeho.lder :i,nput on chemical bans; .I think 
that's an element that is sort of· separate. 
We need to have, you know, stakeholder input 
specifically on that aspect. 

REP. HURLBURT: And one of the things that I 
mentioned to the c.ha_ir during your testimony 
was, you knqw, that you are concerned and that 
you gave the .ex_ample of one. of -- one. of your 
members talking about their 160 page 
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ins.pection or what have .you, and it bro"Ught to 
my mind, you know, I believe it was the summ~r 
ever 2007 where we had those .huge recalls. 
Was that inspection plan in ·place prior to 
those recalls? 

ANDREW HACIQIIAN: RecallS are definitely something 
that• we don't like to see. And the fact that 
th~ recalls happened, .I hate to say shows that 
the system worked. Those produ-cts were being 
sold illegally and. they were taken back. The 
system wa"s improyed and doubly improved since 
then.- ·sc;> "t·he 130-page, 1.60-page _:.._.it may be 
16-0 for some folks, actually, that report is 
aboye and beyond what might- have been in place 
in-2007, but the good-- the companies that we 
rep·resent that are doing the right thing were 
doing this before 2007 ·or doing it after that 
fac;:t·. 

I c.an say ·withou~ a doubt that statute _has 
changed the way toys are. produced. Everything 
that once ·was a voluntary standard is now 
maildat·ory. And we are providing 
certificat~ons to a level of which_you 
haven't -- hasn't been seen .before. 

If I may,. just a short example, I ·was tc.:lking 
with. a company in Maine. arou_nd- the .chemicals 
program ·UP there, and t_hey were trying.- to. 
develop a.products for L.L.Bean a.nd it was a 
lobster _beanbag toy, and because of the 
testing costs th~t are now recj\iired federally, 
L.L.·Bean ·said .well give us 60 unit:s, and they 
couldn'-t justify the testing costs for those 
products·. 

So there's a balance here. I understand 
protecting safety is.the number one concern 
and there's seine distrust in terms of industry 
poli--cing itself, bu't I think there needs t·o be 
a balance and understanding that some jobs are 
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at stake here in terms of -- of certifying to 
· a ce:J;:"tain level what chemica·ls may or may not 
be in a product. So again. Sorry for the 
long an~wer to a short question. 

REP. HURLBURT: No, I understand that and I 
·appreciate your diligence on it. I think, you 
know, that you do highlight the point, t.hough, 
that we need to be nervous about this and 
that, you know, the industry, yo~ know, didn't 
do a great job policing itself,· then, you· 
know, that came to light in a major way 
just -- just a short time ago. 

So I think it's prudent for the Legislature to 
be very interested in this sort of thing. But 
again, I thank you for your testimony and time 
and I you sa;t least -- I hope you at least get 
a decent nights :sleep tonight before you fly 
back home. Have a good one. 

ANDREW HACKMAN: I app~eciate it. 

REP. HURLBURT: Thank you, Mr. Chairman . 

SENATOR MEYER: Representative Miller. 

REP. MILLER: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Before you go home tonight, put on the UConn 
women's team. They're playing· tonight. 

ANDREW HACKMAN: Do what? 

REP. MI~LER: UConn women are playing tonight. 
Watch them. 

ANDREW HACKMAN: All right. Will do. 

REP. MILLER: But anyway, you represent 500· 
members, 20 of which are in Connecticut 

ANDREW HACKMAN: Uh-huh . 
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REP. MILLER:, -- and there are rqanufacturers -­
actually manufactured toys in the United 
States. 

ANDREW HACKMAN: That's cor:r;ect. 

REP. MILLER:· How. many ·don'-t? How many of these 
are just wholesalers that bring it in from 

·some fqreign country? 

ANDREW HAC~:. In terms of bringing product in 
from another country, all of the products have 
to meet the same safety standards. Otherwis·e I 
the Consumer Products Safety Commission is 
going to take action a_gainst them. And that 
unfortunately has been -w~at's I think­
resinated in the media. 

Ip term,s of c.ompan:ies · that bring products . in, 
for example has Hasbro, which·is just next 
door in Rhode Island, they import a number of 
·product. from other countries. Lego, \t?hich is 
based here· in Connecticut imports products 
from Europe. So I think .just thinking about 
the countries that the products come from is 
maybe not the most accurate way to think about 
safe.ty. 

If want to boil it down to facts and figures, 
about 90 percent of the toys that are sold 
hei::e in the United States are imported from 
some other country. ·Not all China; 
90 percent. But there are products that are 
made here in Connecticut. Melissa: & Doug is 
one of our members that makes products here in 
the ·state. So, you know, I thipk -- thinking 
about the safety of products should be _the 
focus, not necessarily should ·we close the 
borders to all of China's products. 

REP. ROY: Is there any other questions? 
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Representative Lambert. 

REP. LAMBERT: Thank you. 

I know you have a problem also, and thank you 
for coming~ Sorry for the length of· time. 
But did you have a problem also in being able 
to react··if they put a chemical on a ban,. you 
would already be in production and you spoke 
about the ··fact that if we had long-term goals, 
as you.do in your industry, .do you.want to 
address th.at? Because I don't think you did 
in your testimony. 

ANDREW HACKMAN: Yeah, and I think it might have 
been something that, in ~erms of time, that . . . 
was tough to get ·to. But in 'terms of 
long-term goals, you know, our -- our industry 
sets goals for sustainability and -- and 
energy use, and I think we could set goals 
around using greener, safer alternatives. The 
criteria .with which we define those is 
~omething we would.have to work on, but I 
·thirik that's something versus an automatic ban 
for the mere presence of a chemical. It 
ince.ntivizes ·industry to move towards safer 
alternatives. 

I'm not sure how you get that into a 
legislative concept so much. We've wrestled 
with that in California. They've tried to 
establish or explore ideas around, okay, in 
five years, you'll b.e using 20 percent more 
green substances in your the products that 
type of thing. But they really p~v~n't been 
able to find out how to qualify that. So it's 
an issue ·that's a challenging issue for us 
that we -- that I think would help bring about 
the seeking safe'r alternatives quicker. 

One thi~g I do want to reference in terms of 
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this legislation, it doesn't really consider 
what's a safer alternative or not. There's no 
requirement that you prove that the 
alternative is safer. MTBE was referenced 
earlier in terms of a ·chemical that the state 
was concerned abqut. Well, MTBE, 20 or 30 
years ago was to~ted ~s the alternatives-for 
gasoline that made air cleaner. 

This legislation realiy doesn't consider 
whether or ·not the alternative is. truly safer 
or not. There's no requirement that you show 
it ··s. safer~ As long as it's not on the list 
of. 2,000 chemicals. You may kno~ nothing 
about ·the chemical. Under this bill, as long 
as you get out of it in three years, it 
doesn't matt~r what you're using. So I think 
this is another"reason why this legislation 
needs some serious con.siderati·on. So again, 
sorry, a roundabout answer to your cjuestion, 
but I wanted to bring that· up, too. 

REP. ROY: Than~ you . 

Any other commen~s or questions from members 
of the commit~ee? 

_Seeins non~, ~hank you very much. Annamarie 
Beaulieu followed by Kim O'Rourke. 

ANNAMARIE BEAULIEU: Chairman Meyer, Chairman Roy, 
distinguished members of. the En~ironment 
Committee_, thank you very much for the 
opport.unity to testify today on behalf of the 
Connecticut Public Health Association. CPHA 
is one of 5:2 affilj.ates of the American Public 
Health Association. I am here today in 
support of_House Bill 5130, a Child .Safe 
Products Act 'and~House B;i.ll 5126, AN ACT 
ESTABLISHING A CHEMICAL INNOVATIONS INSTITUTE. 

This problem· is not new, certainly not today . 
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We've heard pienty. This ·committee has worked 
tirelessly over the last several years to 
phase out substances such as asbestos, lead 
and B.isphenol-A.. As we know, there is ample 
research demonstrating the- .links between these 
chemicals and numerous chronic diseases 
including certain cancers, developmental 
disorders and.· reproductive health issues, but 
there are more chemicals. We can't stop with. 
Bisph,enol-A·. The research indicates that 
there are· other chemicals that are of equal or 
gre·ater con,cern that remain in children's 
products and in consumer products. 

We talked a lots about cadmium today, and -­
and I know that that's something that is sort 
of the -- the sUbstance of the yea~ so to 
speak. But we can't take that approach. 

If I can just interj.ect a personal note here, 
as· a ·mother of four children, whel) my children 
were smaller and I bought all the toys and I 
bought everything, Bisphenol-A wasn't -­
nobody talked about it, and they were expose 
to.all-of that. So, you know, when my.· 
grandchildren are -- it's if I'm fortunate to 
beco~e a grandparent -- what will they be 
exposed to that we could have addressed now 
instead of waiting? 

And so we just condition keep w~iting for us 
to have·all this evidence. We need to take a 
precautionary approach-when we're talking 
about -- and there's plenty qf evidence there, 
so I'm not trying it s~y that there isn't. 

We canno't effectively reduce the harm to 
children's health by phasing out chemicals one 
at a time. We know too much. We have too 
much science, too much ·evidence to do it and 
to work that slowJy. Just t"o talk a little 
bit about the costs, which we rea,lly didn't 
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hear much ~bout today, in my written 
testimony, I have repeated reference to this 
report that is based on over 100 studies and 
r·eports from peer review journals and 
scientists tha·t talk specifically about the 
costs associated wi.th the chronic· diseases 
linked to ·toxic chemicals. 

In this report, it's estimated that $2.3 
billion are spent each year on children's 
medical c'osts alone· due to cancers, asthma and 
behavioral disorders. And there is due too 
estimate$ th_at 30 percent of childhood asthma 
is caused by environmental exposures. 
Childho·od cancers including leukemia and brain 
cance·r· have increased 20 percent since 1975. 
These exposures that are causing the~e cancers 
are corning in utero and in early childhood. 
It's es.t'irnated tha·t potentially 5 ·percent of 
childhooc;l_cancers can be attributed-to toxins. 

Ve~ ~ickly, I just wanted.to spea~ to House 
Bill-5126. CPHA also very strongly that 

.support·s that in our contact with the 
busines·s -- rnember·s of the business community. 
A resource ~;~uch as 5126 would provide them 
with the information and ·expertise they need 
to re:main -- to transition to safer . 
alt~rnatives where its feasible and support 

. them in a time where the talk is all ·about 
chernica·ls management and -- and transitioning 
to safer alternatives. I thank you very much 
for your time. 

REP. ROY: Than~ you. 

Any questions or comments ·for Annarnarie? 

·You've done a great job. Thank you. 

ANNAMARIE BEAULIEU: Thank you. 

000538 



••• 

• 

•• 

223 
ch/~/gbr ENVIRONMENT COMMITTEE 

March 1,.2010 
10:30 A.M. 

What happens to the cans of latex that go 
·the garbage? Does it go to incinerators·? 
they go to landfills? Where? · 

into 
Do 

KIMBERLY O'ROURKE: Well, if they if somebody 
~ries out their paint a~d it goes -- it goes 
to a tras.b -energy plan~, and then they w,i.ll 
hand .t.ell from there. 

REP. ROY: So does it go into the furnace or do 
they separate that and then dispose of it 
elsewhere. 

KllVIBERLY O'ROURKE: YoU: know, I imagine it does not 
burn. Yo.u. would have _to ask one of the trash 
energy' t"olks what they actually do the cans. 
Bu:t·I --I-- from what I underE;~tand, the 

. metal does not burn. and they have t·o pull it 
o~t and then it probably ends up at a landfill 

. somewhe-re . 

Thank you. 

REP. ROY: Th~nk you . 

Any other questions or comments from members 
of the c;:ommi,ttee? 

Kim, tha~k you. Gretchen Raffa :followed by 
Mart in M'ador. 

GRETCHEN RAFFA: good. afternoon, S~nator Meyer, 
Repi:e.sentative Roy and members of the 
Environment. Committee. My name is Gretchen 
Raffa, c.ommu:nity organizer for Planned 
.Parenthood of Southern New England tes.tifying 
in support .of .. House Bill ·5130, AN ACT 
CONCERNING· CHir_;D SAFE PRODUCTS and House B"ill 
512"6. 

\ 

Planned Parenthood of Southern New England's 
mission is to prot.ect the right of all 
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individuals. to control their owil :eertility . 
And over the past de.cade, new studies 
demonstrated that environmental contaminants 
and exposure to chemicals can have a 
detrimental effect on one's reproductiv~ 
health. And as a trusted provider of . · 
reproductive hea;t.thcare to over 70,000 
patients every year, we are committed to 
educating ourselves and our patients had about 
the ~dangers and health ri.sks from exposure to 
chemicals for women in their families. 

Mounting s~ientific evidence shows that some 
industrial chemicals acts endocrine 
disrupters, which can cause serious risks for 
women's health such as ~nfertility,. bre·ast 
cance:rr, uterine fibroids, endometrios-i·s and 
miscarriage. Hazardous cheinic.als that we use 
i~ our. ·everyday products such as cosmetics, 
personal care products, cleaning products and 
our environment get i-nto women's bodies, i'nto 
women's breast milk and in their uterus. 

The timing and ievel of: exposure to these 
chemicals can. affect~ how a woman's body 
deve.l.ops and functions·. What. research 
conf.irms is more women are experienced 
difficulty in conceiving and .maintain a· 
pregnancy, which affected 40 percen.t more 
·women in 2002 than in 1982. The irtcidents of 
reported difficulty has .also doubled in· · 
younger women ages 18 to ·2s .. And ·there's 
evidence of a growing trend in the U-'. S. toward 
earl.ie:r breast development and onset of 
menstruation in 9i!ls. 

And· studies suggests that· endocrine disrupting 
Chemicals, particularly those that mimic 
estrog.en, are ~n important factor associated 
with altered puberty timing. Yet., no 
chemicais are currently regulated under the 
Toxic Substances Control Act because ever 
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the-ir poten.tial harm to reproduction or 
development. By other authoritative bodies 
have listed more than 50 industrial chemicals 
as reproductive t9xins. 

Planned ~arentho·od of· Sout.hern New .England .and 
those working to promote reproductive justice 
have long fou,ght for a woman:.s right to 
control her _reproductive destiny. We have a 
growing concern.about the complexity of a 
woman's environment, including her physical 
geography'· her race, ller class, her access to 
h_eal the are or place of employment, just to 
name .a few, can play a debilitating role on 
her fertility and reproductive health. That'S 
why we • ve · turned our at·tention to the 
environmental toxins that are affecting the 
ability of women to become- pregnant, to have a 
heal thy pregnancy a_nd ·.too be~r .a heal thy 
child. 

We feel the. time is now to reduce exposure to 
chemicals for chiidren and women of .child 
bearing age:· We urge you to support House 
Bill 5130 and House Bill 5126. We at Planned 

·Parenthood_ of Southern New E:nglc;mcJ believe 
this i13,an urgent matter_of reproductive 
justice .. All women should have the guaranteed 
right- to cont·rol her own fertility, bear 
healthy babies and .live in a safe and healthy 
c·ommunity. 

Thank you so much for your time. 

REP. ROY: Thank you. 

Any que1;3tions or comments from members of the 
commi t·tee? 

GRETCHEN RAFFA: Thank you. 

REP. ROY: Seeing none, thank you . 
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Martin Madar followed by Grace 
Hvasta-Petrarca. 

MARTIN MADOR: Good afterno.on, members of the 
Committee. I'm Martin Mader. I'm here 
te$tifying as the volunteer legislative chair 
of the Connecticut Sierra Club. If the -- if 
the sticker .doesn't give away why I'm here, 
perhaps my sav.e t;he children tie. will. 

It'S' late in the d.~Y· Rather than reading my 
te$timony ,. which is :full of fabulous arguments 
for the f·au:t b.ills we're supporting, let rne 
just meiltion we strongly support the paint 
recycling bill, 5122. Sierra is a member of 
the Connecticut ~roducts Stewardship. Council. 
We think it's. a great.bill. ·we al~o support· 
the .recycling bill and you heard quite a bit 
about that from.Representative Schof;ield 
before. 

So. let me spend the remaining few seconds on 
the few two taxies bill·s ·and perhaps I i 11 
add~ess some of the· issues that I •ve heard 
raise .thi~ afternoon. The federal government 
dropped the ball since TSCA. There's no · 
question of this. TSCA was supposed to have 
been an end, a beginning and, in fact, it's 
really be·en the end. So we feel· the highly 
important for the states to take the role here 
in making sure that we're not exposed to these 
·toxic ~ll~micals. 

Last .week in Commerce, Representative Cafero 
said -- a~d this is a quote -.- he would like 
to get government out of the way. I think it 
was·an unfortunate.comment and I want too make 
it cl.ear that we re.ally feel the exact 
opposite . We think the·re ' s a really strang· 
role for the government in g~tting.toxic 
issue -- in addres.sing taxies. issues . 
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The inst·itute to be clear we consider it a 
gift to industry. It needs to become a 
trusted·pa;rtnered indu~try, which is going to 
be providing information which will help it 
stay compet,itive, which will help it sell 
products, which will help it keep its own 
workforce healthy. This I>r.oposal was part of 
the green jobs proposal ·that the environmental 
advocates have· prepared and forwarded it to 
legislatiye leadership. We feel it's 'that 
important. 

On the issue of combining the two bills that 
Sena.tor Meyer h:ad discussed ear::lier in the 
afternoon, whe~ the federal government 
convert·ed the CAA to the FAA, many decades 
ago~ they gave. a mission to the. FAA. The 
mission was t<;> p;romote and regulate aviation. 
This has caused enormous headaches· b~cause 
it's 'very hard t·o do both at the same time. · 

So. we feel 'that the institute is a promotion 
bill which is going to help industry and help 
and get it ·r.ight. The other bill, 5130, is 
more of a regulation bill. So we don It -­
well·-- I don't really ·see a way of combining 
the two ~ills, because I think they're very 
separate functions. One is regulation. The 
other is to p:rovide assistance and knowledge 
to -- to .indust.ry, and perhaps r:• 11 stop 
there. 

REP .. ROY: Thank you. Any questions? 

Senator Meyer. 

SENATOR MEYER: Marty, thank you for area advocacy 
and, and ju,st trying to apply your mind a 
little bit mo,re on the. two -- .two bills and 
how we ~.ight a·ssociate them in some way. I 
thin)t .ahd you' ·re a very experienced 
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observer of the state government 9f 
Connect·icut, and you're familiar with the 
de-·staffing, so to speak, the un-staffirig of 
DEP. And this -- one of these bills, the 
toxic chemical bill~ would put a ma~or 
responsibility on DEP on an annual basis to do 
an analysis and identify five c~emicals. 

Some pe·ople have suggested that that would be 
a:n improper delegation of the legislators 
powers', as a matter of fact, but can't -·- if 
we created the chemical institut~, why 
couldn't th~t be a force in terms qf 
identification? 

MARTIN· MADOR:. Well; ·as I said, our·mission in the 
institute is -~ it will it will be a 
supplier of information t9 Connecticut 
industry." It. will help industry 'l.Ulderstand 
what the taxies issues are. It will help them 
avoid them. It will help· industry· be ":'·- be 
competitive in the global ma~ketplace .. I 
donit know if we want to do anything which 
was -.- ·wh~ch was going to ·impaci;. the role of 
the institute to be a trusted pa~tn~r for -­
for industry. 

Anq. if·you g~ye it any sort of a regulatory 
role I I think you ma:y be damaging :q.ow i.t would 
interact with industry. So-- sa· I would be 
very cautious about that. Now, your point the 
DEP being under funded puts me in a ve~y 
awkward situat·ion, because most of ·the time, I 
talk a lot about how the ~gency is under· 
furided. In f.act,· it's funded at about 
one-third t~e rate'of the average 
environmental agency in the country. 

So we have a. serious problem here with agency 
staffing. The ·agency lo~t about 7 percen·t of 
its workforce in th~ early retirements, which 
represented about 19 hundred years of 
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experience. ..so we need to rebuild the agency, 
but we know that's not going to happen for a 
couple o~ years. So you've presented an 
awkward point. 

What we hope to do is to rely on the, on the 
experti~e, which other· states are providing 
for us. Other states have published lists of 
chemicals··which .have problems. We don't have 
to do all the research ourselves. I think 
there are two issues. One of them 'is figuring 
out which of the -- are the dangerous 
chemical,s. The other is the interaction 
between the executive and the legislative 
branches. 

If; ·.iJ;l fact, the legislative branch has to 
have final oversight over here, then yes, it 
two have· to··-- .whatever list is invoked would 
have to come back here for some sort of 
approval. But in terms of learning what the 
dangers are, a lot of states have already 
invested in figuring this out. We don't have. 
to reinvent all this. We can go to what has· 
already been established in oth~r states and 
use what -- what they've already learned, 
~hich would make the burden on an agency like 
DEP or perhaps DPH less than it would be 
otherwise. · 
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MARTIN MADOR:· If you're suggest:ing I can magically 
come up with . a way of -- of funding addi"t ional 
Staff for the DEP, no, unfortunately I don't 
know how to· do that. My concern here is· 
p~ov:i.ding techn.ical assistance is a trusted 
func.tiori. It means the people you're 
providing the assistance to are working 
·to·gether with you c.ooperatively a:nd they trust 
·you. The other ·bill is more qf a regulatory 
bill where it's going to be determining· which 
are the chemicals of -harm in. ·saying these are 
the ones which we· really ne~d to prohibit .. 
That •.s a regulat.ory function. 

And again, I'm not sure how-·you successfully 
conibine the two and keep the trust~ that you 
might establish with the people you're giving 
advise to. Giving somebody advice and then 
you say, oh yeah, and by the way, I'm not only 
going to give you advice, but I'm g~ing to 
tell you you're int·o the I not allowed to do 
something. You then have both the cooperative 
and an·adversarial relationship at the same 
time, and that's exactly.wbere the FAA found 
itself, and it's created .massive heaqaches for 
the agency ever since it wa·s founded. It's -­
it's very hard to do both roles with the same 
resources and the same people. 

REP .. ROY: Thank you. 

Any --

Representative Lambert. 

REP. LAMBERT: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

You've heard testi~ony before that they're 
afraid like Maine. may have like five chemicals 
and someone else may have five. Is t~ere­
_anyway there could be· a regional approach so · 
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that there·• s· no overlapping? I mean, that 
they pick the five most important chemicals 
that_, you know, was based on the data, not 
just up in the air?· Is there any kind of 
or has there been any kind of a regional 
approach between the states like the New 
England states.? 

MARTlN MADOR: I don't know that. I w;i.s.h I knew 
the answer to that, but I don't, and I will. 
endeavor to do sqme research and have myself 
or perhaps other members of :the coalition . 
I?rovide ·an answer to that.. I think it's an 
excell~rit idea. It makes a l9t of sense for a 
r.egion like New England. 

Yes~ absolutely, although in the end, when it 
comes down to regulation, the regulations is 
going to. have to be the stat!=! government_, 
either the eJ.Cecutive or .the legislative. But 
yeah, I· think to ·the exte.nt the region can 
work cooperatively, it's at ~verybody's 
benefit. In. terms of sh~ring in.formation, 
this's exactly what the.institute is proposed 
to be .. 

REP. LAMBERT: And then possibly there would be a 
cost savings also i.f dif"ferent states, _you 
know, .instead of doing the same work over and 
over and the same testing. 

MARTIN MADOR :· Sure, and I think the idea of 
proposing that we sorted of sneak out there on 
the web late a.t ·night arid sort of bor;-row a 
list from another state is exactly·aimed at 
that. 

REP. ROY: Thank you. 

There is. a national clearing house that the 
.DEP goes through, but what we're proposing 
here is ·strictly the chemicals that are, you 
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know, out there and what's what, and we will 
work with that national clearing house along 
with ~ny other s·tates that h~ve done some 
work. 

Thank you, .Marty. 

I think that's it? Yeah. Thank you. 

MARTIN MADOR: Thank you. 

REP. ROY: Grace followed by Rafael Podolsky. 

GRACE HVASTA. P~TRARCA: Senator Meyer, 
Representative Roy and members of the 
Envi·~onmeiltal Committee, my name is Grace. 
Hvasta Petrarc·a, and ·my testimony is in 
su~port of House Bill 5126 and Hous~ Bill 
5130. 

I am here representing Good For You Girls, 
which is based in New Hartford, Connecticut, 
and I thank you for this opportunities to. 
-speak with you about this very important 
issue. 

. 

I am a mother· of four girls, a certified 
ayurvedic p~actitioner and owner of Good for 
You Girls, the only 100.percent natural and 
organic ·skin care·company for girls age·nine' 
to 15. 

. . 

It has been my personal quest for the past 
eleven years to always provide my fami.ly with 
proQ.ucts that are safe. You would consider 
mine -a green family, one tha,t eats organic 
foods, uses natural cleaning products for our 
home and uses only natural organic health and 
beauty products. 

It has been so encouraging to see the growth 
in the natura1 foods industry over the past 
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decades, because more and more people are 
educating themselves-about harmful chemicals 
and how even trace amounts of harmful 
chemicais used in food, cosmetics, kitch~n 
utensils, baby toys, carpeting, clothing and 
many othe:r products .over time ·build up in the 
body, causing chronic· disease and cancers. 

The research is qverwhelming and I am incensed 
by companies that continue to knowing.ly create 
and manufacture products that are. ·harmful in 
humans. My ··training in natural medicine. gives 
me specific i-nsight into hdw these toxins· are 
store~ in the body, and I see 'first hand the 
damage to both body and mind caused by the 
abosorpt.ion of these toxins ~ 

I· consider it my responsibility, as well as my 
job, to educated my patients so·that they may 
develop hea.lthier habits and make safer 
c;hoices. Two years ~g_o, I was looking for a 
na_tural skin care ·for my oldest da~ghter, who 

· is a typical pr_eteen American preteen. Her 
-body was starting to cha,nge and she was 
interested in developing good skin care 
habits. 0~ course, she noticed how. I. took 
care of my skin and wanted ·t·o do the same. I 
told he-r I ·would f:ind something just for her 
as the products I use are geared towards 
antiaging. 

As I, shopped for .her, it was quite _evident 
that there was a void in thi·s demographic. 
Wonderful natural prodUcts- existed for babies 
~nd adults, but nothing for girls .. That is 
why Good for You Girls began. 

My business partner and I put our heads 
together. ~nd deveioped th~ only 100 p~rcent 
natural and organ~c ._skin care for giris. We 
}).ave developed a new category within the 
natural foods .industry .and are proud to be in 
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over 200 retail locations nationwide. It is 
our personal committed to provide a safe 
alternative to this demographic and it is· our 
·hope that other manufa~turers will be inspired 
to keep the safety and good health of their 
customers as the primary objective. 

We realize that this c~mmitment· re~ires 
creativity, sacrifice and hard work, but the 
resulting_well-being of the customers in our 
case girls the nine .to 15 is well worth the 
effort. 

Therefore, it should be no surprise that· I 
fully support the passing legislation banning 
harmful .chemicals in products marketed towards 
chil~ren or anyone for that matter as well as 
establishing green job.growth, promoting safe 
work places and reducing the ·use of toxic 
chemicals linked to chronic disease. 

REP. ROY: Grace, thank you. 

Any questions or comments from members of· the 
Committee?· 

Seeing none, thank you. And please -- thank 
you . 

. GRACE HVASTA PETRARCA: Okay_. Thank you. 

REP. ROY: Raphael followed by June Lee.· 

RAPHAEL PODOLSKY.: · Senator Meyer, Representative 
Roy, members of the Environment Committee, my 

-name is Raphael Podol~ky. I'm an attorney 
with the Legal Assistance Resource Center in 
Hart~ord. We're part of the· Legal Aid 
Programs, and I'm here to speak-on House Bill 
Number 5240 which is the bill that deals with 
the affordable housing appe·als procedure . 
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because of the money we're spending in the 
afford~ble ·housing- courts.· 

So, thank you. 

REP. ROY: Thank yoU-. 

Any other qu~stions or commepts from members 
of the committe·e? · 

Seeing none, .·Raphael, thank you very much·. 

_RAPHAEL PODCiLSKY: - - Thank you very much. 

REP. ROY: ·-.,June Lee follc:>wed by E'ric;: Brown. 

No June. Eric Brown followed by Carmen Sayez. 

ERIC. BROWN: Goo~ aftierrioon, R~presentative Roy, 
senat.or Meyer, 11\embers of the Environment 
Corllm:i.ttee .. My·name is Eric Brown. Ifm on the 
Conilecticl:lt Busin·ess and. Industry Association, 
and I cert'·af~ly-.:'~ppreciate_ you all sticking. 
around. this- ·afternoon. . 

The hour i_s ~ate. I will try and be ·brief .. 
I'm here to provide·t~stimol)y on three bills . 

. I have submi.tted written ·comments by which I 
.hope you'_v~ .received:. Bi'Il 51·21, which is the 
envirom:nent·a-I ]usti_ce bill, I ·won it say 
anything as Dr .. Mitchell, I ··11 second his 
motion.to pave the bill held this year and 
just move on from-there. 

H.B; 5130,_ wnic.h is. the child' safe. products, I 
know ·several Leg-islators have expr_es·sed 
concerits: 'wi.t_h that. bill~ and .we share those 
concerns and ·I' 11 let- ~y te:stimony_ sp~ak f.or 
itself ·on that·. 

So I want· to spend most. ·of my time o:r;:t 5126 '• 
which is.the institute at the University of 
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Connecticut. And say, f-irst of all, CBIA is 
spending ·some time with folks down at_ Yale 
several years ago, we're pretty excited about 
the whole is·sue of green chemistry· as are a 
number of pur members, and basically, I think 
our members are_ :interested and e·nthusiastic 
particul~r about using-green alternatives to 
more traditional-chemicals, so as long as 
they'.re. effective, do the job they need to do, 
and are reasonably affordable. 

So, you know::, ~e would 1 ike to see more -­
mor.e· efforts e.ffort·. from the state to promote 
the· development of green ·chemistry, and that 
involves_ changing the way chemistry is taught, 
even at the ~~condary and postseconQary 
levels. You ·have to· sort of get that. green 
chemis.try culture·, otherwise they just keep 
teaching·chem~stry the way they alwa,ys taught 
chemistry~ So that's· just sorted of quick 
background. 

On the specific proposal, we are a little 
concerned about the, ·I would _say, vague nature 
o·f the proposal . As we 've be.ard t.oday, I 
think one can interpret this -- this institute 

_to have a variety of different roles and 
functions. I agree with the comments of 
Martin: Maydor earlier that, you know, .as it's 
been presented to us, the. idea is this would 
be very much _geared towards helping 
businesses, educating businesses, being a 
resource for business. And, you know, from 
that perspective.,· .we -- we are supportive of 
that cone.ept, but I don't think tne bill 
adeqUately ref·lects that both in terms of a 
mission statement, I think that would- have to 
be stronger as to what the .function of it is. 

The pres¢nce of businesses on the board, which 
are not included -at this point, stronger 
language about, you know, that this would be 
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not an advocacy group. Advo:cacy would not be 
part of its mission. And I think 'with those 
caveats· it could develop into something that 
we could be supportive of. Of course, the 
funding is going to be an l.s~ue. 

And my only other comment is I '.d be intere·sted 
in talking with advocates and-others about if 
that ·was really the .mission, and if that's the 
way it was structu_red, how much would it 
overlap with an organization li15-e ConnStep. 
And perhaps ConnStep doesn't have· the 
expertise th~t .we'z::e t~lking about here in 
te~s of gre:en chemistry. I don't know. 
Maybe they do .. 

If they_didn't, would perhaps adding that 
expertise to them ·be more efficient t,han 
creating a whole new inst.itute? I don't know, 
but I just sort of posit that out there for· 
thought a_nd later dis.cussion. 

So I'll end ·my comments there. My two minutes 
are up; and so I'll be happy to answer any 
.questions ·.I can. 

REP. ROY: Thank ·you, Eric. 

Any questi·ons for ·membe·rs of the Commit.tee? 

Senator Meyer. 

SENATOR MEYER: Eric, I wa~ just looking at the 
qualifications of the board membe·rs. 

ERIC BROWN: Yes. 

SENATOR MEYER: And you are right . There ' s no 
specific mandate that -- "that a representative 
of ·a bus"iness would be invoived it with, · ~he.re 
are representatives that will like1y be 
businesses when you lopk through. The 
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Governor's appointee must have expertise in 
sustainable business· prac:t.ices, right? 

ERIC BROWN: Right. 

SENATOR MEYER: And it goes on to describe the . 
qualifica·ti~ns of other people. 

ERIC BROWN: Y.e·s. 

·SENATOR MEYER: But So what you're asking us to do 
to go forward with this bill is to make more 
specific reference to business? 

ERIC BROWN: Yes, and we can try and be helpful 
wi.th that and, you know, perhaps· a business 
that has experience in using green chemistry, 
you: know, there's several out there that have 
made the transition and are using green 
chemistry now, so you·have the benefit of ·that 
expertise I. think would be good and perhaps·we 
could come up with some other definitional 
type things like that • 

SENATOR MEYER: Okay. We certainly invite you to 
give us some different language after this. 
Thanks. 

ERIC BROWN: Thanks .. 

REP. ROY: Thank you. 

Any other questions or comments from members 
of the committee? 

Seeing none', thank you, Eric. 

ERIC BROWN: · Thank you very much. 

REP. ROY: Carmen Sayez? 

I guess she's gone . 

000561 



r • 

••• 

CBIA 
Connecticut Business· & Industry Association 

TESTIMONY OF ERIC J. BROWN 
ASSOCIATE COUNSEL 

CONNECTICUT BUSINESS AND INDUSTRY ASSOCIATION 
BEFORE THE 

ENVIRONMENT COMMITTEE 

MARCH 1, 2010 

000637 .. -

GoQd afJerQoo.n. My ~am.e· is Eric Brown and I am associate counsel with the 
Connecticut Bu8itiess'~d lildustry Association· (CBIA}. CBIA represents thoqsands of 
businesses 9f all s~es throlighQut Collilecticut that pravide hundreds of.thousands of 
Conneeticiit citiZens ·with good jobs and good benefits. 

CBIA app~iates. this opportu:nity to ~orin the co~~ee of out concerns with three 
.bills on today's public hearing agenda: 

• B~ .. No. ~u~: ·~ED} AN ACT CONGERNING REVISIONS TO THE 
.E~ONMEN'tAL:JUSTICE· COMMUNITY STATUTE 

CBIA ooPoses this bill 

• B.D. No.-5126 @AISED} AN ACT ESTABLISHING A CHEMICAL 
INNOVATIONS' INSTITUTE AT· THE UNIVERSITY OF CONNECTICUT 

CBIA would be pleased to work with the proponents of this bill to better achieve our 
understanding of its goals but opposes the ciirreiJ.t version. 

• B.D. No •. 5130 (RAISED} AN A~ CONCERNING CHILD SAFE PRODUCTS. 

CBIA opnoses·this bill 

350 Church Sti:eet • Har~ord, CT 06103-1126 • Phone: 860-244-1900 • Fax: 860-278-8562 • Web: cbia.com 
10,000 businesses working for a competiti1Je Conn.ecticut 
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. li.B. N~. S130 ~SED) AN ACT CONCERNING CHll..D. SAFE PRODUCTS 

CBIA opposes·tbis bill 

This bill' see!cs fi? _circWn.vent the legislative· process with.respect to banning the 
manufacttite or sal~ of children~s products that contain chemicals identified by· the 
Conilecticu~ Departm~t of Environmental Protection as being "of high concern to 
children~she~th and development c:lue to the likelihood ~t children will be exposed to 
[them] .. · ... In doing so, the bill reaches well beyond the expertise ofthe DEP and.gi..ves 

. the agency far too m~ authority to control commerce in Connecticut by dictating·what 
can :&nd can not be manufa.Ciured or sold here. 

In recent years, the DEP has amply demonstraied its obsession with the pursuit of zero-. 
risk and its lack of concern with 'the impact of its regulations and other action& on 
Conneeticut's economy. HB-5130 would provide. an enormQus opportunity fot the DEP 
to substantially expand it's authority to unilaterally issue economically-blind standards . 

CBIA urges the Environment Committee to teiect HB-5130. For additional ~orma,tion 
on CBIA 's ·perspective on toxics and green chemistry, please see our testimony on~ 
5126. . 

350 Church Street;, Hartford, CT 06103-1126 • Phone: 860-244-1900 .. • Fax: 860-2.78-8562. • Web: cbia.com 
10,000 businesses working for a competitive Connecticut 
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li.B. No! $ll6 (RAISED) AN ACT EST ABL:iSHING A CH;EMICAL 
INNOVATIO~S INSTITUJ'E AT THE UNIVERSITY OF CONNECTIClJ1 

CBIA opposes this bill in its current form 

As more focused is being place on specific chemicals and their potential impacts on 

000640 

· human health-and the environment, CBIA believes greater focus should be directed at 
developing insuring the development of "green" alternatives .is 'hBppening at. a pace at 
.lea8t as rapid.as the effort to ''ban" the use of these chemicals thrOugh legislative action. 

Thes~ efforts Should mclude realignment of chemistry" education in secondary and post­
secondary settings,_ more research, and greater interaction with, and technical assistance 
to busines~es tQ help_ the focus priorities, implement the use of alternative chemicals, and 
.insure that such alt~ative chemicals are effective and affordable for ·industry. . 

}IB-5126 bin~ at an approach that could help further these goals. Part ofthe stated goal 
of the institute propQsed in the bill.wou1d .b.e to ''provide assistance to businesses, state 
agencies and nonprofit organizations ~t seek to utilize safe alternatives· to chemicals 
that ~ harmfulto public health and the environment." However, CBIA has serious. 
concerns that the concept could easily result in an organization that is more interested in 
identifying chemicals ofconcern· and involyingitself.ili public policy efforts to ban or 
otherWise legislate those chemicals, all at the expense of some new mandated fee on 
industry. 

_CBIA would be iitterested ht participating in discussions with theUCONN health center 
and businesses about the potential mission, structuJ'e and funding for an institute directed 
at.the goals we outlined above. However, HB-:5126" appears·to be structured to go far 
beyond this limited mission and we are not supportive of the current language . 

-350 Church ·Street • Hartford, CT 061.03-1126 • Phone: 860-244-1900 • Fax: 860-278-.8562 • Web: cbia.com 
10,000 businesses working for a competitive Connecticut 
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Connecd.t:ut C/UqJtN j 
64SF~~n~~ington Ave. 

Hllltfonl, Connecticut 06105 
www.connecticut.sierraclub.org 

Martin Madar, LegiSJative Chair 

56\ a'1. 
· . HB S122.M E.stabljsbiog a PaintS~ PilOt ~gram 
· HB S126. AA ESt8b1iS1iq a.~lrimmd:iQim ~atthe University ofCcmnecticut 

· · HB S130 AAC·Child·Safe Products . 
HB·s240 MC. J\tli)nlab~ HousiDI Developments m. EnvinmmeutaJ1y RegUlated Areas 

. ·HB S120 AAC Private.lllld :M: .... ~JiDg, ZoniDg OidioaDces alid 
· . .SofufWaste CoUi:ctiOn ContraCts 

I iunMartinMa4or, :130 Highland Ave.,llanxkm, cr 06S18. i am the vohmteer 
Legislative Cllliit.-f~r the $~Club Ccumectblt Chapter. I Jmkl a-Masters ofEmiroDJII:Dta) 
Management ftom the Yaie School ofFcm:st~y·mlJmvironmentaJ SiUdi&:s. . · · 

5122 . 
- This bin. haSIJc:eD;.~posed by the Comu:cticut Product Stewardship Comicil; ofwbich 
Sieira is an affiliate Jliember.:It is an:approprlate bill whicb provides fur collection aud n:qeling 
ofmiused paiDi Over 740,000 galkmS of paint are UDJJSed each year, costiDg towns in excess of 
half" .million· doDars in disposal &eS. Details of the bill bave been negotiated with industry, 
w~is m suPpon,:provided the ~lbl to be 0~ by tbe American Coatings . 
ASsociation are 'adopted. Recycq·ofthe paint will temove it ftom the iiluDicip8J. solid waste 
Stream, saving., toWIJs IIIOiiey. 1bis bill. will help to finther the goals Qftbe state's Solid Waste 
Mana~~ It is.cgnsollllllt with the evotvms priocjple oflllllllll&cture take back and 
recycling of pbst-ccmsDmer end of lire DBterial. Sierra stroligly recolllllleiiCis passage, with the 
ACA~ . 

..-.m!. 
. lU!..establiihl:s an Jnst::ilute at UCONN .fOcused on disseminating iimnmation on safi:r 
chemir,al,.,lbis bjll"is eodO~secl:by mmnber 0~ of the Coalition-.fi>r a s• 
~DDeCticut, of whiCh Sieaa iS~ guidiDg Jiiemb;et. The Institute would work with resoun:es . 
aCrosS the CC)Uiltry, such BS· the.J:bt&,rs .. CJearingbnuse, to sccnlnnJate knowledge about DOD­

toxic cheiJricals. Tbis·~n would be shared with COnnecticUt ~- Beuefits to state 
• companies bH:fude: better eol'l1petitivenes in the global JD81ketp~ preServation of jobs; 
impro~ WO~'healtb; reduced worla:r ~ .O$HA compliance costs .00 hazanious 
w&:ste disposal; fees; and access to -.or-the-art cbemical iofonnation. Many IDIUkets are 
becoming closed to. JJro.duets t9ntaininl toxic cliemica~. as the REACH pmgnun in Emope 
provides. Access to this'knowledge is vital mr. sta~ iDdustry to muain.competitive and preserve 
jobs. 

The bill establishes the ~.and defiDcs its aoani·ofl>ilectors.lt does NOT caB tor 
state fimding, as this should come iiom cmporate beneficiaries 8Dd fee 1ilnervice ammgemeots. 
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. The bin is a·compouent ofthe Green Jobs·proposal""Building-ColiDecticut's ~ 
lllld Environmental FutUre" adWDCed by a coalition of virtually aBIIIljor enviromnerital 
orgauizatjons in~ state. · 

5130 .. 

000663 

- HB S130 is one in: a series of.bilJs ~the past h Jell'S aimed at removiag toxics finm 
our liVes. Siena believes that the ioteDtional iDtrocfuction oftoxics ·into our world is an· important 
enviromnentalisSue. This.bill..,Hsbes -~·:mr • ageucies to identifY lllld prohibit · 
toxic chemicals ~.chiJd{en's products. It_proVides tbat iDfimnation readily.avaiiBble finm other 
states be used, tbus etiminating. the need. fur CoJmecticut to CODduct its own cmplicative ~-

Sima stmngly·J:eCOrnrjlencjs passage ofbo~IDd..lli!!:_. 

5120 
This.is ~.the teC)'cling biD which passed tbe House Jast sessiOn 141-4, but.was 

not~ in tbe Senate. The biD adds to~ requin:menti; adds PB~ lllld HDPE plastics, 
boxboard, 8lld types of paper as despted material to be recycled; requires separation of · 

. recycJables fiolli other Solid waste; m{ provides fur IJDJDicip~i ~~n ofrecycJables. The biD 
haS similatprovisiOns to.tJJe.DEP recycq bill, SB 127. Simra:recomn.,mrts ~· 
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AN: ACT ESTABLISHING .A CHEMICAL INNO.Y ATIONS INSTITUTE AT THE 
UNIVERSITY OF CON~ECTICUT 

TO: 

FROM: 

C.ommittee on EnvironiQent 
Mat:eh 1, 2010 

S.enator Meyer, Representative Roy ~d members of the Environment 
Comniittee · 
Anne Hulick, RN~ MS, ID; Env.ironmentai.Health Coordinator, 
Connecticut ~uises' Asso.ciation 

Good morning: Sen~tor Meyer, Representative-Roy and members of the Environment 

Committee. 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide testimony on behalf of the Connecticut 

Nur.ses' Association (CNA), the professional organization for registered nurses in 

Connecticut ccn. representing over 52,000 nurses, I am Anne Hulick; RN, MS. JD, a 

nutse with many years ofexperiertce in critical care, cardiology, nursing administration 

and most recently, as the Environmental Health Coordinator for CNA.· The Connecticut 
.. - . 

Nurses' Association Strongly ~pports H.B. 5126, AnActEstablishing A Chemical 

Innovations /nstiiute at the University ofConnecticui. 

H.B. 5126 is a win-win for Connecticut citizens and Connecticut industries. With 

increasingly stringent international regulations on chemi~als, and a lack of federal law 

addre~sing this issue, Connecticut industries bear the burden of the· need to shift from 

usiJ\g harinful chemicals in t~eir work proces~es to safer alternatives in ·order to reduce 

exposl!re· to workers and to compete in the globat marketplac~. flowever; a shift to safer 

alternatives often require·s significant.research, change in workflow$ and training, all of 

. which require si8J:lificant expense. ·The Chemical Innovations Institute will provide much· 
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heeded support to state busine~ses and industry by serVing as a "one-stop shopping" 

resource to arm businesses with research and techn_ical information Qn safer alternatives. 

In .addition, it will assist With training. for businesses ~n intematio~al chemical regulation, 

assist with chemicals management and' coordinate and :share information from the 

Interstate Clearinghouse and other state institutes. 

Hartnful chemicals are increas'ingly linl<.ed to rising incidence of cancers; birth 

defects, asthma, diabetes. and le~irtg 'and behavi_oral d_isorders. A Chemical Innovations 

Institute can help prote_ct public health both by assisting industries that wie these 

chemicals for certain work processes _but also those businesses that would like to shift to 

safer products for cleaning ·and maintenance of their work environments. For example,-
- -

C_onnec_ticut has nuiny health care facilities where employees work in a variety of roles to 

assure·the delivery of-high quality·pati~nt care. Yet, many ofthe.solutions used. to clean 

. the floors, patient rooms and equipment contains toxic ~hemicals,_ exposing both the 

users, other _employees and patients to harmfi:Il chemicals. He~lth care facilities, like 

other indu~tries,- have· limite~ .capital and resources to research n~w solutions and train 

staff i~ the use of new materials. As a result, expos:ure to harmful chemicals in ~ur 'health 

care facilities, Just like other Connect~cut businesses and industries, is c_ommonplace. A 

Chemical· Innovations Institute: can help-to position Connecticut as a national leader, both 

in reducin~ chemical e)[pQsures and reduCing the ecoilOmic burden of shifting· to safer 

alternatives for Connecticut industries. 

I :urge your support o~ H. B. 5126. 

2 
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Tim Morse, Ph.D., Profe~sor, Occupational and Environmental Health Center, University of Connecticut 

Heal~h Cente~, Farmington, tmorse@uchc.edu 

.I am testifying in support of HB 5126 AN ACT ESTABLISHING A CHEMICAL INNOVATIONS INSTITUTE AT THE 

UNIVERSITY OF CONNECTICUTHEAL TH CENTER. 

Cheniir;:al_poliey is in rapid change both .nationally and internationallY, With signi~cant lmp_lications for 

Connecticut businesses and·workers. The European REACH legislation, for- example, will restrict the-import 

of products that contai., restricted chemicals, and so Connecticut manufacturers ·need to be aware of the 

regulations and be _able to access safer alter~atives to chemicals in order to s.uccessfully export products. . . 
Similarly, it is likely that U.S. chen:Jical policies, such as the Toxic Substances. Control Act and acceptance of 

the Globally Harmcmi.zed System, will be undergoing major cha~ges, and Connecticut employe_rs ne.ed to be 

ahead of.those changes in order to remain compliant and competitive. The approach of sub,stituting ·safer 

alternatives to toxic substances has very significant benefits to· workers and the community in relation to 

·prevention of illne_ss, to the_environment in relation to reduced toxic burden, and to employers in relation 
. . 

to acc;es~·to markets, reduced compliance costs, improved public relations, and reduced liability costs . 

A recent Masters project by one of my student in Public "Health. has under:scored the need for resour:ces for 
Connecticut"businesses to move to safer alternatives. We currently have very little Information for actual 

chemkal us~ge. by businesses, so We modeled the Con11ecticut manufacturing sector based on re_por:ts in 

Ma5$achusetts under: theii'"Toxic Use Reduction Act. We estimated that there are·over 660 million pounds. 

of che~icals u~ed in CT each year, with over 300 million _pounds each of carcinogens and reproductive 

hazards. This exploratory study clearly shQWS the need for a: more detailed understanding of chemical usage 

· in Conn~cticut, includin~ products that an~ ~f hig~ commercial value that m~y be aff~cted by internatiol')al 

and na:tional chemical poli~ changes, and we anti~ipate that Bill5126 will move us forward in gaining that 

knowledge. 

We anticipate that a Chemical Innovations Institute at UConn Health Center wilf be "helpful for the transition 

to safer alternatives through (1) pr.ovjdlng expertise in relation to current and future chemical policy 

changes through integration•with national and international networks, including the lnters~ate Che~ical 
Clearingh~use, (2) provi~ing·_training to Connecticut businesses and·workers oil ch~mical assessment and 

evaluation of safer alternatives; (3) providing a linkage to green chemistry ~fforts to develop safer 

.alternatives, and (4) in helping businesses evaluate the effectiveness of the alternatives. 

·rhe Occupational and Environmental Health Center at UConn.Health Center h~s·considerable _expertise in 

this area. We have done consuldng a!ld training fc:>r hundreds of~f:)nnecticut businesses; workers, and 

health and safety professionals on ind_ustrial hygiene, chemical evaluation, ergonomics, and healthy· 

·workplaces, so we have· an in-depth understanding of the business environmen~. 
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We hav·e multiple federal grants including C! current study on the transition to green cleaning products in 

state agencies, the characteris~ics of-effective health and safety committees in manufacturing, "Healthy 

Workplace" interveotions co·mbining occupational health with health promotion, the impact of the aging in 

relation to·work exposures on the health of workers, the effects of vibration and ergonomic hazards, 

working _with the ·~obis for Schools" effort in relation to !ndoor air quality in ~.chools.a_nd office buildings, 

tracking and l,mder-reporting of occupational diseases, and many others. 

We have had major conferences in the area, including a series ·of confe.rences and 'trainings .on an 

. innovative ·method of qualitative chemical assessment in companies known !JS. "Control Banding" and a 

large co~ference on ~teen Chemistry and Safer Alternatives wh_ich was co-sponsored by busines.s, labor, 

and environmental groups. 

We have done extensive training of oci::upat!one~l health professionals including occupational.medicine 

physiCians, o~cupational health psychology ·doctoral students, industrial hygienists, safety engineers, and 

· erg~noniists. We have extens_ive, long-term, relationships with "the University. of Massachusetts at Lowell, 

which is at the center of Innovation in relation to safer alternati\ies and international chemical policy 

research ~hro.l!gh the Toxics Use. Reduction institute and ·other programs. 

We believe that Bill 5126 can be instrum·~~tal in moving these initiativ~s fo~ard by raising visibility, 

est~blisliment of a high~proflle Advisory Board, and giving state recognition to these endeavo~s. These 

. should ·be very helpful in attracting ad.ditional grants,. fo~ndation support, and business· support to· 

expanding the capatlility of. the cur:rent activities, and allowing Connecticut to have· a second major . 

resour~~ to CO'!'Pi~ment the recently-established Yaie Center for Green Chemistr-Y and Gr~en Engineering. 

We recsgniz~ that the budget situation for Connecticut government is such that funding is not available to 

assist in this effort. We also respectfully request that any final language of the bill keep intact the language 

curren~ly incorporat~d'in.t~e bill, specifically Sections 1 (h) and (i); that ~o- not require UConn Health 

Center to undertake any duty of tlie institute if funding is insufficient to pay for: the initial and ongoing 

e~pimses of the institute through ~he external funding sources that we will be soliciting. While we expect 

to be successful in a~racti!ig out~ide funding,: UConn does I'!Ot have the re~ources to perform the fun~ioos 
of the bill !Jntil such funding_: i~ in place. 

In col'!clusi~n,. we believe: Connecti~ut is -~ell-positioned to be a· national leader in-the promotion ofsafer, 

alternatives .to to~ic substances, which will be benefiCial to businesses, workers, the community, and the 

enviro~ment~ UColin Health Cente.r has considerable experience in both working ·with business and in the 

understanding of pqlicy developments and tra!ning,needs, a'nd is well positioned to become a valuable 

~esource in the effort. 'we expect t~at·Bill 5126 win facilitate this expansion by establishing a formally 

recognized Institute which shouid help to attract external funding and resources, by est~bli~hing a .Board 

structure that will facilitate communications with the important constituent groups and· help to guide 

pi'oc:tuctive efforts, and by establis~ing a framework"for national and international networking to benefit 

Connecticut. 
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45 Ash St. 
East Hartford, cr 06108 
Tel: (860) 2.89·5401 
Fax: (860) 2.89-5405 

1•800-WNG USA 
lunone.org 

Chair 
David G. Hill, MD (Middlebury) 

l/lcii!CM/r 
Karen P. Conway, Esq. (S. 
Glastonbury) 

Secn!lllry 
Pamela Peck (Woodbury) 

Farlba Allm-Marvastl (Glastonbury) 

Craig S. Conascentl, MD (Norwalk) 

Theodore M. Doolittle, Esq. (W. 
Hartford) 

Thomas J, Godar, MD (Bloomfield) 

Sanda Hunler (Meriden) 

Fran M. Kochman (Old Saybrook) 

Carol T. Krantz (Glastonbury) 

Judith A. Levi (Rocky Hill) 

lade K. Plu"'"!er• PhD (GiastDnbury) 

lane Z Reardan, MSN, RN (Granby) 

Paula I.. Richer (Wethersfield) 

Hasseln Sadeghi, MD (S!Bmfard) 

Eugene W. Skladnawskl 
(Wethersfield) 

Regina Stankaltls, PHR 
(Wethersfield) 

Jeffrey T. Stein, CFP (Avon) 

John VIctory (Farmington) 

John l. Votta, DO (New Britain) 

Testimony of the American Lung Association in Connecticut in 
Support of Raised House Bill No. 5126, An Act Establishing 

A Chemical lnnovatlori-Slnsf•tute at the University of 
Connecticut and Raised House Bill 5130, 

An Act Concerning Child Safe Products 

March 1, 2010 

Environment Committee 
Room 3200, Legislative Office Building 
Hartford, CT 06106 

Dear Senator Meyer, Representative Roy, and Members of the 
Environment Committee: 

The American Lung Association In Connecticut submits written 
testimony in strong support of Raised House Bill No. 5216, An Act 
Establishing a Chemical Innovations Institute at the University of 
Connecticut and House Bill 5130, An Act Concerning Child Safe 
Products that would help reduce toxic chemicals in workplaces and 
products designed for children. 

The Lung Association is concerned about this issue because asthma, the 
most common childhood chronic disease, is one of the chronic conditions 
that have been linked with exposure to toxic chemicals. The doubling of 
asthma rates over the past twenty years has prompted a great deal of 
new research that examines the role that chemicals and other 
environmental risk factors may play in this trend. Genetics cannot 
explain such a rapid rise over such a short period of time, and a large 
body of evidence from occ;upational and epidemiological studies 
documents that hundreds of chemicals can cause asthma -in individuals 
previously free of the disease. Overall, about 300/o of childhood 
asthma is now attributed to toxic chemlcals.1 Certain chemicals can 
also place asthma patients at greater risk for subsequent attacks. 2• 

3 Two 
of the most frequently cited chemical risk factors include formaldehyde 
(often il') particle board, personal care products), phthalates (used to 
soften plastics and as an ingredient In perfumes, soaps, and other 
personal care products). Elevates risks have also been associated with 
the use of certain cleaning chemicals, exposure to carpet and textile wall 
paper adhesives. 

Page 1 of 2 
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A Chemical Innovations Institute could help make Connecticut 
workplaces safer, and could help improve lung health for workers who 
are currently exposed to toxic substances as part of their job. And 
phasing out the most highly toxic substances from children's products 
would help to reduce the exposures of our youngest residents, and also 
promote safer environments at the facilities where those products are 
being m!3de and In the communiti_es where they are disposed of. 

I would like to thank the Environment Committee for its leadership on 
this important public health issue, and I urge you to quickly pass these 
two bills. 

Sincerely, 

Dawn Mays-Hardy, MS 
CT Director Health Promotion and Public Policy 
American Lung Association in Connecticut 

1. Brody, Charfotte, et al, • The Health case for Reforming the Toxic Substances Control Act, • 

httg:l/healthreoort safen::bemlcals.oro/ (accessed Feb 22, 2009). 

2. Jean-Luc Malo and Mora Chan-Yeung, •Appendix: Agents causing Occupational Asthma with Key 

References, • Asthma In the Worltplace, Third Edition, (New Yorf<: Tailor a. Francis, 2006). 

3. Association of Occupational and Environmental Clnlcs, •AoEC Exposure Codes,• 

btto:llwww.aoec: pro/apeccQde htm (accessed September 1, 2009). 

Page 2 of 2 
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AN ACT ESTABLISHING A CHEMICAL INNovATIONS INSTITUTE AT THE 
liNiyERsiTY OF CONNECIICUT . 

COMMITTEE ON ENVIRONMENT 
March 1, 2010 · 

Senator Meyer, Repre~tative Roy, and members of the Envitomilent Committee, my 
name is Daniel C"suka. I am a second year law stu,dent at· the University of Connecticut 
School ofLaw, and l am_here today as an ·intern with the· Connecticut Public Health 
Association. The ConiJ.ecticut ·Public Health Association is pleased to endorse House Bill 
No. 5126. which would establish a Chemical Innovations Institute at the l)iliver&ity of 
Connecticut Health Center. 

"Most·people cannot claim to have any direct evidence ofbeing personally affected by the toxic 
. chemicals present in the Connecticut enVironment, but $tlldies suggest it is likely, and this 
disconnect is at the heart <,>fthe problem. For example, toxic chemicals have been associated 
with numerous reproductive health and fertility problems which are often devastating and 
emotionally taxing. ·Over the years, among other things, there has been a 400/o increase in 
women reporting diffic:;ulty conceiving, 1 a significant decline in testosterone iri men which 
cannot be expl~ned by lif~le factors or an increase in age,2 and a decline in th~ sperm oountS 
of meil in multiple countries. These days one would be hard-pressed to find someone who 
doesn'U~now even one person who has had trouble conceiving. It is hard for me to read these 
statistics and not question whether tlie.incteasing number of couples experiencing mental and 
emotional angUish is a result of an increase in exposure to chemicals. 

As background, the federal law designed to regulate the manufacture and use of toxic chemicals 
has not been updated in ~er·J? years,4 and. as a result ~e EPA i~ able to ~ire testing on only 
200 of more than 30,000 chemtcals produced ~d Qsed·tn the Uruted States. A. recently 
published report ·looked at numerous p~r-reviewed articles and found oveJWhehning evidence 
·suggestin,s that chemical exposures have contributed significantly to the rise in.m,any chronic . 
diseases. It noted that "estimates of the proportion of the disease burden that can be attributed 

. to chemicals vary widely, railging·from I% of all disease to 5% of childhood cancer to I ~lo of 

1 Anjani ~handta & Eliiabeth'Hervey Stephen, Impai'red Fecr,mdity in the United Sta~s: 1982-1995; 30 F AMn.Y 
PLANNING PERsPECTIVES 34 (1998). . . 
2 Thomas G. Travison; et al., A ·Population,;.Level DecliM in Serum Testosterone Levels in American Men, 92.J. OF · 
CLIN. Elo!oocRINOLOGY & METABOLISM (2007). 
3 ·shanna Swan, Eric P. Elkin, & LaiD'll Fenster, The Question of Declining Spemi Density Revi8ited: An.Ant!/ysis of 
JiJJ Swdies PubliShed 1934-1996, IPS ENvlRoNMENTALHEALTIIPERsPEC'TIVES 961 (2000). 
4 Toxic ·substances Control Act of 1976; IS U.S.C. § 2601 et seq. (1976). 
5 Testimony ofL~ P. Jackson (Administraiorofthe u:s. Environmental Protection Agency) before the Committee 
oil Envirimmeirt and }>tiblic Works 3 (Dec. 2. 2009), ayai/able at 

http://www.epa.gov/ocirlhearingsltestimony/111_2009 _2010/2009 .. J 202_lpj.pdf 
6 Safe,;: Chemicals, Healthy Families. A Health Case for Reforming the Toxic Substances' Control Act (2010), · 
available at http:/lhealthrepO~saferchem.icals.org/. ·· 
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diabetes, Parkinson's disease, 8.nd neurodevelopmental deficits to 300/o of childhood asthma."7 

(internal citations omitted) While the federal government will have to take steps"to amend the 
Toxic SubstanCes Control Act of 1976, states cannot rely on this to happen any time soon and 
must begin ·to combat the prevalence of these deadly chemicals, 

A Chemical Innovations Institute can be expected to benefit the state and, its citizens in a myriad 
of ways. First, it will enable ConneCticut to both contribute to and tap into similar programs ·in 
other $1ates so that we may all share valuable resources while working towards mutual goals. 
The Toxic Use Reduction Institute at the University of Massachusetts (TUIU)is one of these 
programs; and has experienced enormous success. One paper found that TIJRI "helped industry 
·reduce the use of toxic chemicals by 400/o, by-product waste by 58%, and toxic emissions by 
80%. "8 Seeond, the Institute would help businesses save money through the adoption of more 
efficient artd safer processes· that enable "them· t0 compete in marketS like that of Europe with 
more stringent chemicills regulations. The same paper remarks ~t TIJRI saved companies a 
total of.$14·mi.llion so far.9 Third, the most obvious benefit -would be a reduction in health care 
costs associated With chronic diseases. Beginning· with the lnstil!Jte, "if such programs lead to 
·even a .1% reduction of health care costs nationally, direct medical savings in Connecticut would 
exceed $50·millioil each year.J0 This SUID does DOt include the many other kinds of savings 
specific tO individualS, ,such ~ those ~sing childi"eJ1 with severe learning disabiljties. ,Fourth, it 
would generate safe, green jobs. Fifth, and most impQrtantly, the Institute would do all ofthese 
things without requhing the $lte to put forth any money at all. Even if the federal government 
doesn't provide money for the project; there are many other sources of funding which could be 
explored, including the Dona8hue Foundation, the UConn Foundation, outreach. to busine~ses 
thatwould benefit most, and the federal Green J~s Initiative. 

For the above reasons, the ConneCtiCut Public Health Association supportS House Bill No. 5126, 
and recoinm.ends the develoJ>.ment.of a Chemical Innovations Institute so that Connecticut may 
become. a pioneer in the field of toxic chemical reduction and a new, greener economy. · . . 

CPHA wishes to t;hank the Committee for its invaluable leadership in addressing environn;J.ental 
issues as they relate to the pubiic health needs ofConnecticut's citizens. I' appreCiate the 
opportUnity to addre.ss these -issues and am happy to answer any questions you might· have. 

·
1 /d. at3. 
8 Beverley Tliorpe & Mark Rossi, Lo~sville Charter for Safer Chemicals, Require Safer Su~tes and Solutions 
f.OOS), available at http://www.louisvillecharter.org/paper.Silbstitutes.shtml. 

/d. at 5. 
10 Press Release, CoalitiOn for a Safe and Healthy .Connecticut. Moving Beyond Toxic Chemical"Whac-A-Mol~," 
Jan. 21, 2010, available atlittp:l/safehealthyct.orgldocuments/Healtli_report_release_l_2l_IO.pdf. 
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'CLEAN WATER ACTION 
645· Farmington Avenue,.Hartford-·er·o6ios · · 

Written Testimony of Sarah Uhl, Environmental Health Coordinator 
On behalf· of Clean Water Action · 
Before the· .Conn~~icut General Assembly Environment Committee, March 1, 2010 

Testimony in Support of HB 5130 "AAC Child Safe ProductS .... and 
HB 5126 i•AA· Establishing a Chemical InnoVations Institute at the University of 
Connecticut" 
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Thank you. for the opportunity to provide written comments in supporfof House Bills 5130 and 
:5126. My name is Sarah Ul;tl, and I am the Envirom:nental.l-:fealth Coordinator for Clean Water 
Action in Connecticut. Clean·water·Action is·.a n~m-pr~fit 9rganization· with one million members 
nationwide and ov~r 20,0QO members in Connecticut. Ol,lr Hartford-based staff works witt.f local 
group~ af1d citizen leC!Iders around the state on issue~ affecting our health, environment, and 
q1.i'ality of life: · 

· Clean Water Action sincerely-appreciates the Environment Committee's leadership on 
e.!lvironmental health. issues. Connecticut has r~ceived national recognition for leading the way 
toward safer con~umer.products and fewer .toxic chemicals, and the two bilis on which I provide 
testimony today' would set us on a path toward comprehensive solutions: Please refer to the 
testimony of the Connecticut Public Health Association and Connectic!:it·Nurses' Association for 
information about the problem of toxic chemicals, or visit http://healthreport.saferchemicals:om/. 

House BIII5130·would phase out the most toxic substances from children's p~oducts. The bill . 
.. would .niake ·Connecticut one of four sti;ites that are implementing moderJ:1ized, health-protective 
approaches to chemi~ls m.anagement (the others being Maine, Washington; and California}. It 
woulq enable the ·connecticut DEP to adopt and annually amend a list of priority chemicals of 
high concern that would then be slowly phased out of products for our most vulnerable residents: 
children .. Chemicals on the list-for more than a few years would be phased out of children's 
products unless the manufacturer'received a time-limited waiver from the Department of 
·Consumer Protecti9n due to a .'lack of alternatives. Maine and Washington are in the final stages 
of publishing Well-synchronized-lists of-this· type. Both states have alr~ady produced larger 
"Chemicais.of High Concern" lists, which identify more than 1,400 of the mosttoxic chemicals 
curiently allowed in consumer products. Maine's-Chemicals. of High Concern List can be found 
here:.http://www.maine.gov/dep/oc/safech~m/highconcern/ -

Maine's short li~t of toe most tpxjc c;hemicals in children's products is expected to- b~ pu~lished in 
the next 5-6 months. Wa~hington's Department of Ecology has also published a draft list of-66 
c~emicals of concern in children's products. Manufacturers· will be required to rep~rt to tiJe sfate if 
their prQducts-contain any of these .chemicals: 
http://www.ecy. wa.gov/programs/swfa/cspa/pdf/ChemicaiReportinglist. pdf 

~ince Connecticut has access .to these lists and- the rationales and scientific evidence used by the 
toxicologists who produced them, our state agencies could easily move forward· with selecting 

_some of tl'ie most dangerous chemicals that are found in children's produ~. The Connecticut 
DEP already participC!It~s in the Interstate Chemicals Clearinghouse, which is in the final stages of 
developing an on-line "wiki'; to house and organize·lists of toxic chemicals generated by 
authQritative govern·ment.bodies in the U.S. and around the world. We can capitalize on the 
research that has already been done and move forward with .a process ·that would help reduce 
the ne~d for .individual bill$- to ban specific chemicals each year. -
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Although the DEP Pilrticipates in tne Interstate Chemicals Clearinghouse, Clean Water Action 
recognizes that it may be .more appropriate for the Department of Public Health to be the lead 
agency for the ~dpption of a Priority Chemical~ of High ·concern List, in consultation with the 
DEP. The Department of Public Health has toxi.cologillt§ .on_staff familiar with the listing processes 
of other states and the efforts ofthe ln.ter~tate Clearinghouse, and so might be a better home for 
this part of the legislation . 

.. House Bill5126 ~ould establish a Chemical Innovations institute to foster green job growth, 
promote sate·woi'kplaces, and reduce the use of 'oxic chemicals. The bill would establish the 
mission arid. Board of Dire.ctors of the ln$titute, and enable fundraising arid fee-for-service · 
activitie_swithout req4i.rjng the State tp put forth any money. With increasingly stringent chemical 
regulations being· implemented in other countries, we see this as an economic development 
opportunity to make Cpnnecticut a leader on green chemistry innovation· and clean technologies. 
Along with the _Interstate Clearinghouse, a. Chemical Innovations Institute would give Connecticut 
access to cutting~dge _s_a.fer alternatives information from other states and around the world, so 
that we gr:ow a safer and sjronger state economy. · 

The Institute would: 

• Keep. businesses Lip-tCKJate on international and national chemical policy changes, which 
would ·help with compliance ·and ensure access to international markets for Connecticut-
manufactured products • . 

• Train. t?usinesses in evaluating chemicals for safer alternatives, ·whicl:l would help . 
. busin~sses market products as· green and avoid public embarrassment from having taxies 
'in consumer products 

• Increase. the \Jse of safer alternatives-that protect workers, consumers, and the 
environrnen~ 

. . 

The Institute would also be able to work collaboratively with the Toxic~ Use Reduction Institute. 
(TURi) in MA, whjch fo~~se~ on safer alternatives to cleaning chemicals and solvents, and New 
York's Poilution Prevention Program, headquartered at the Roch~ster InstitUte of Technology. 
Connecticut's Institute. could·work with the .business communi_ty to identify a key area of chemical 
usage on Y{hich to. focus that" would complement rather than duplicate 'efforts in. our neighboring 
states.· 

. Substituting_ safer alternatives for toxins can also help businesses save money through reduced 
worker compensation, OSHA compliance cost~ and hazar:dous waste disposal fees. Within 1 0 
years of starting, TURI helped Ma·ssachusetts industry save $14. million while reducing the use of 
toxic chemicals .by 40%, _byproduct wa·ste by 58%, and toxic emissions by 80% (Thorpe and 
Rossi, 2005) . 

. Clean Water Action strongly supports this legislation because it would help make fundraising 
efforts ·tor the, Institute more successful. Contributions from private foundations, federal grant 
programs, individuals arid corporations could be pooled to fund the Institute's operations. If 
adequate funds were npt available, the Unive~ity of ¢onneCticut would not have any obli.gation to 
establish or maintain the functions of the Institute. 

Thank you-for considering my testimony in suppQrt of House Bills 51 ~0 and 5126. 
Sincerely, · · 

~AA,k-~ 
Sarah Ul:ll . 
Environmental Health Coordinator, qean Water Action · . 
~5 Fa~ington· Ave, 3rd·Fioor, Hartford CT ()6105/ suhl@deanwater.org /860-232-6232 (office) 

Thorpe, Beverly and Rossi; Mark. {2005) Background PaP.r #1·: Require Safer Substitutions and Solutions. Louisville Charter for safer 
chemicals. h!tD:/twww.louisvilleC~arter.g~/Daper.substRute~uhtml · · 
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198 Par!< Road, z-! Roar 
West Hartford, cr 06119 

(860) 231-8842 
·www.EnvironmentConnecticutorg 

Written Testimony ofChristopher Phelps 
Environment Connecticut Program Director 

Before the Connecticut General Assembly Environm~nt Committee· 

Monday, March l, 2010 

Supporting Raised House Bill 5126, An Act Establlshing A Chemical Innovations 
Institute.At The Uiliversity·OfConnec:ticut. 

Representative Roy, Senator.Meyer, and members_ of the Comn:rittee: 

·On behalfof Environment Connecticut; I am submitting this testimony supporting· Raised 
liB 5126. Envi~onment·Connecticut is a statewide, inembet-supporl.ed non-profit 
environmental advocacy organization. · 

The prevalence of toxic chemicals in our environment has direct negative effects on 
wildlife, water and air quality, and human health. This legislation would create an 
Institute at UConn that would position o~ state to create public-private partnerships 
aimed atteducing ~e use of toXic chemicals in commerce and industry. Such an institute 
would provide substantial, benefits .to Connecticut's environment, public health and 
economic coinpetit_iveness. 

Public-private partnerships to identify and implement less toXic alternatives to chemicals 
.currently used by Connecticut businesses can increase the state'S economic 
competitiveness by reducing costs associated with, among other areas, regulatory 
compliance in ·the handling and us.e of toXic chemicals. . 

Reducing the use oftQxic chemicals by the state's business community would cut toxic 
pollution released, into t];le ·st~t~'s waterw~ys. air ~d landscape. This wo11ld have lasting 
benefits for Connecticut's wildlife; public health and qwility of life in every community 
statewide. 

The public-private. partnership envisioned by this legislation is not without precedent. 
~sachusetts has had a sinlllar institute operating for 20 years .. (The Toxic Use 
Reduction Institute.) I also wish to point out to the committee that this legislation is 
drafted tO ensure that such an. Institute established at UConn would ~ funded through . 
resources other than state resources. S~ction 1(i) of the bill specifically protects the 
university from"having to divert scarce resources to fund the i~titute should .other 
:private, state or feder~ funds prove unavailable . 

Environment Connecticut is a non~projit, member-supported environmental advocacy organization 
working for dean air, clean woter and Qpen spaces. · 

. wWw.·EnvitonmentConnecticut. org I www. facebooic. com!EnillronmentConnecticut 
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Thank you for the qpporlunity to offe~ this testimony in support of Raised HB 5126. On 
b.ehalf of Environment Connecticut, I urge you to support this legislation protecting our 
state's water, a.ii and public health. · · 

Sincerely, 

Chris_tophet P~elps 
Program Director 
Environment ·connecticut 

Environment Connecticut is a non-profit; member-supported environmental advocacy organization 
working for clean qir, dean woter and open spaces. 

www.EnvironmentConnecticut. org I www. (acebook.com/EnvironmentConnecticUt 
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.t.ih .sustainability 
by Design~. J 

To: Environment Committee 
Subject: Support fo~ RHB- 5126 Establishing a Chemicals innovati?n·lnstitute 

There i~ growing publi'c demand for full disclosure of all chemical constituents in consumer 
products anq elimination of all unsafe chemicals. REACH has changed the game by shifting 
the burden ofproofto manufacturers. P~eviously; regulators had to establish unacceptable 
risks .in order to impose regulatory controls. Manufacturers now have to demonstrate that 
a substapce is ·safe to humans a~d the environment during normal use or r~asonable 
misuse. Body· burden stuaies trjgger strong emoti<?nal reactions. No chen:tical is considered 
acceptable when .found in 'breast milk. Advocacy woups are developing lists of unsafe 

. chemicals that should b.e substituted immediately- ~.g 356 substances of very high concern 
. (SVHC) on the SIN list of the ~nternational Chemical Secretariat 
(http://wwvtcherri.sec~orgnist/about-sin.) 

At the same time, inany co~panies see ~e strong public demand for more effecqve 
chemical. management as a mat:ket opp~~nity. Clor~x has launched a new product line 
targeted at people willin·g to pay for: safer, healthier cleaners. SC Johnson ~s actively 
working to inform consumers about·chemicals in products to build trUst and bra~d loyalty. 

· California has launched a 'broad green chemistry initiative to create innovative products 
with inherently sa,fer chemicals. that is expected ~o provide numerous health benefits whil~ 
improving the competitive position of state businesses·. 

Regardless of what CT does, other regulatory regimes are moving forward with .chemicals 
policy refonn·s. These requirements will impact ~T busiJ;J.esse~. Many of the proposed bans·. 
derive from toxic materials in consumer products, and are extended to all pro~ucts. This 
can be chalienging for precision manufacturing applications, where engineered materials · · 

. are critical to product safety aQ,d performance _specifications. Impacts on _CT jobs could be 
amp_lifi~d. Precision·manufactured products often require special_surface treatment to 
meet performance requirements for heat, wear, corrosion,· etc. These processes often rely 
·on chemicals with dangerous properties thatmust be managed. with care. Precision 
manufacturers will prefer to locate the.ir facilities close to treatment companies to· reduce 
the cycle time of se~ding parts out for ·coatings, Failure to invest in green chemistry or safer 
alternatives could drive. both the surfacetreatnientcompanies and their customers from 
the stateto regimes. . · 

The· .Chemicals Jrinovation,Institute. could be a valuable resource to aid CT businesses in 
addressing emerging requirements for stibstitutii1g dan·gerous chemicals. High technology 
applications often face expensive qualification testing .to satisfy s~fety codes or validates 
technica.l performance, e.g. ~ei:"ffial creep properties. Fi~ding cost effective ways for CT 
business to collaborate on the identification and qualificati.on of safer alternatives could be 
an important roles for the institut~. A central.resource for monitoring regulatory 
developments in other ~tates and countries and facilitating technology transfer among CT 
b~sinesses would_also be a u~eful role. Itis common that safer alternative·s r~quire mo~e 
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sophisticated. and disciplined.m·anufacturingprocesses, whic;h.will require more highly 
skilled labor._Thus, education.is yet another impQrtant role for the institute~ and. this 
includes public education to buil~ support for th·e policies it will take to promote a safe an~ 
healthyCT. · 

Perhaps the most significant benefit of establishing the institute is to send a clear signal · _ 
that-the common assumption that envirQnmentid protection costs j~bs or im-pedes 
economic development is wrong- headed. Increasingly, success in global market will­
depend on economic effJ'ciency and environmental excelhmce:.·This is especially important 
in high cost areas, such as CT .. This:kinc;l ofinvestment to pn~mote an innovative and 
productive workfare~. is the only way to presezye CT.manufactUring jobs. 

Respectfully yours, 

· Thomas Swarr 
Sustainability by D~sign, LLC 
8 Shultas PI 
Hartford, CT 0~114 _ 
~.sustainabili1;ybydesign.org . 
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Written testimony <;>f Connecticut Eq~.ployees Union Independent, SEIU Local. 511, befor~ the 
. Coiinecticut General Assembly Environment Committee, March 1, 2.010, Testimony in Support 
of: liB 5126 An Act Establishing a 'Chemical Innovations Institute at the Univenity of 
Connecticut 

Connecticut Employees T.Jp.ion. Independent represents close to 50.00 workers who work for the 
-State of Connecticut in m.a.futenance and trade positions at the Department of Transportation; ·the 
State Universitje~ apd other·agenci~s.and institutions.· We support the passage.ofHB 5126 
because ~t will help iJro~ote safe workplaces for our members. It is our belief that having a 
Chemical llmovations liistitute will help· reduce the use. of toxic cheinicals that are increasingly 
linked to ·the incidence of chronic diseases. · 

· Our Union is the comm1,1riity partner working with researchers at UConn Health Center in 
Farmington: This four year grant involves a study of cleaning products in use·by our members at 
a number of State institutions. The study will look at the effect. of the us'e of green Cleaning and 
other types of cleaning products .on workers• health. Th~ project wiil also identify best p~tices. 
This prqject is an exam.pie of the type of work that an Institute wow~ support. . 

A Chemical Innovations Institute will ~e a valuable resource for promoting workers• health . 

Home address: 

Loyola Welsh . 
211 Pomeroy Ave. 
Apt_._24l9 
Merideri, CT _06450 

Work address: 

Loyola Welsh, Education Director and Steward Coordinator 
CEUI, Local· 511 . 
110 Randoiph Road 
P.O. B.ox 1268 
~ddletown, CT 06457 

J. 
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1Jniversity of Connecticut Health Center J 
Office of the ViGe Presiden-t-:foi~ealth Affairs 

TESTIMONY 
Cato T~ Laurenci.n, M.D., Ph.D. 

Eiwironrn_ent Committee 
March' 1, 2010 

HB 5126 AN ACT ESTABLISHING A CHEMCIAL INNOVATIONS INSTITUE AT THE 
• . . UNIVERSITY OF CONNECTICUT HEALTH CENTER 

Thank you for the opportunity to submit ~ritten t_estimony regarding HB 5126 AN ACT 
ESTABLISHING A CHEMCIAL INNOVATIONS INSTITUE AT THE UNIVERSITY OF 
CONNECTiCUT' HEALTH CENTER. . 

The UConn Health Center (UCHC) is g~atified that the General Assembly,. other state 
ag~h~ies, .no.n profits , industiy experts and business are turning to the UCHC to 
establis~ a ·chemical Innovations Institute. With our expert staff, we expect the 
provisions of the bill can be attain_ed and that ~ith the creation of the Institute, the 
State will be in a position to effectively review chemical usage, worker exposures and 
alternatives to toxics in the workplace and the consumer mar:ket. We look forward to 
being a useful resource to industry. in this effort. 

As ali other state agencies, the UCHC is facing financial challenges. There are no 
resources that could be assigned or reassigned to this mandate and it would require 
new and: ongoing funding .to establish and maintain this initia~ive. In order·to 
implement the mandates in the bill, it will require .additional resources! resources the 
UCHC does not have~ .It is ess~ntial that the language as drafted in Section 1 (h) and (i) 
be inclu!:fec;f in any bill going forward. The language reads: 

(h) The board shtill ~ek foderal funds for the administration of the institute. In addition, 
The University of Connecticut Heaith Center may seek funding for the institute from 
nongovernmental foundations, private citizens, corporations arid other government 
entities.- In the event that the board deti!.rmines that adequate funds exist, the institute 
may establish technical assistance ~nts to businesses and nonprofit organizations to 
assist such businesses and nonprofit organizations in transitioning to the itst. of safor 
chemical alternatives. ·· 

(i) The University of Connecticut Health Center shall not be required to undertake any 
duty of the institUte iffoderril, state and private funds, in the aggregate, are insufficient 
to pay for the initial and ongoing expenses of tlie institute. · · · 

We request tha.t this language remain intact througho1,1t the process. I understand 
that our staff will work to. secure federal and other funding sources to meet the 
requirements of the bi!l, should it become law. 

Again, thank you for the opportunity to submit testimony and thank you for your 
Health Cenr~r Administration attention . 
. 26:1 Farm'ingron A-felllle . 
farmir.gron, Connecticu~ 06030-3800 

T~lephone; (860) 679-2594 
Facsimile: .(860) 679- i 255 
Cdl: i860) 888-.2902 
:maii: Laurencili@uch'c.edu 
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Connecticut General Assembly Environment Committee 
March 151,2010 Testimony of Joyce Acebo-Raguskus, 

174 Eastern ParkWay, Milford, CT 
Chair Diesel Clean-up, Environmental-eoncems-eoalition, 

Coalition .for A Safe & Healthy Connecticut 
In support o{ liB 5130 The Child Safe froducts Act to protect children fr:om 

the chemicals Qfhigtiest eoncern in toys and other products designed for their use. 
In support of.HB 512.6 An Act Establishing A Chemical Innovations Institute. 

000"680 

J 

I'm sure most ofus at some_pomt have gotten lost in a toy department walking up and down 
. the colorful isles ~o try to reach fQI:· the .most enticing toy to bring joy to our little ones, and, 

I'm.sure most CT consumers'trust and assume that ifa toy or chiid product has made it to the 
shelves,-it has !li$0 made it through stringent objective testing and contaiils NO chemicals 
hazardous to-the'health of o.ur children. To boot, there are no RED FLAGS waving through 
th,e rows and rows confinning even further this assumption,, Unfortunately this thinking is faulty. 
Many such prOductS are·l~ed·with chemical toxins. · 
Like Bispheno~-A. conswrting cadmium differs from eating carrots. Mercury, bromine, 
chloiine(PVC) and a..Senic are· co_mmon iDgredieilts in children's products. Where is 
accountabilitY .and responsibility?· . · 
·We "kicked the bottle," the BPA bottle last sessioli, the poisoning leaching fields, contaminating 

· the bodies and 1mlins o( hifants and childrel;l. Attny. 'General Blumenthal kicked them right of 
shelves in CT, and p~sed one of the strongest BPA bills in the nation and globally, th,anks to your 
support. '(his is tJae tip of the Toxic Chemical Iceberg, however! We've secured some hatches, · 
but, toxic. chemicalscontinue to·swim in the blood streams of"our little ones. Toxic toys and 
products are waiting ~il she~ves and placed .in vulnerable hands and mouths to be swallowed up, 
altering hormones and causing distress as w~ speak until we take r.esponsibilit},. and say STOP! 
Dr. Matk Mitc~ell, Pres. Of CT. Coalition for Environinental.Justice supports CT _leadership to phase 
out toxic chemicals to protect public health, however, comprehensive state and fed~ reform is · 
needed, along-with Dr. Denise McBride, Dir., Milford Healih Dept., and· Dr. Baum, head of 
Toxicology,, Y ale·Pedia~cs. . . 
The CJ:illd Safe Prodl_lctAct,,HB 5130 will help protect children from the chemicals of highest 
e~neern in toys-and oth~r·produets for their use.· HB5i26, establis~ing CHEMICAL 
INNOVATIQNS INSTITUTE-~ a home for national and global information·to.assist 
Business, agencies and non..:profit organizations, to distinguish HIGH PRIORITY TOXINS 
FOR PJIASING OUT,. access toxic-alternatives, p_,duee.cleanlgreen isles oftoys and ehildren's 
produc~, and ~eliver iii~HSTANDARDS OF REGULATIONS for our b,ighest, our children. 
We need to walk t .. e isl~ with Responsibility, Reassurance and Joy~ 
HB 5130 AND .HB 5126 ARE THE'BASIC INGREDIANTS FOR BUILD~G HEAL Til¥ 
MINDS AND BODIES. 
Thank you for aU. th~t yoQ do and thiS opportunity. 
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Written Testimony of Pameta-F'm:ITalskr.eonnecticut Council on J 
Occupatiqnal sa-fety and Health {ConnectiCOSH), Before the -

Connecticut General Assembly Environment Co_mmittee, 
March 1, 2010, Testimony in Support ofHB 5126 and HB 5130 

Senator Meyer, Representative ~oy and me~bers of the Environment Committee, 

My name is 'Pamela Puchal~ki and I am the Coordinator for. ConnectiCOSH's Safer C_hemicals 
in the Workplace Camp(lign that focuses on chemical policy reform here in Connecticut. We 
appreciate that the Envir-Qnmenf Committee is eonsidering policies that would promote safer, 
greener chemicals in the workplaCe and the home. 

Our organization strongly supports HB 5126, An Act Establishing's Chemical Innovations 
Institute at the University of Conn~cticut. W.e believe that 'the proposed i~stitute would help 
ma_ke Connecticut businesses more C9mpetitive on a global and natfonallevel while offering 
more protection for workers, consumers and the environment fr9m hazardous ·chemicals. 
Although our written testimony is primarily focused on HB 5126; we also· support ·HB· 5130, An 
Act Concerning Child Safe Products, because efforts to prioritize and list the most toXIC 
chemi~ls raises awareness about the types. ~f substances that w~. should move away from as · · 
-a society and can particulafly help to reduce worker exposure at facilities where children's 
prod.ucts ·are manufactured. 

In the recent past, modem technology has drama_tically changed the landscape of our 
workplace, our homes and our environment. More than 80,000 synthetic chemicals have been 
produced for use in the United States since Wor:ld War II. OnlY" a small number of these hav~ 
been adequately te.sted for their potential impact on the. workers who use them and the 
consumers w~o purchase products containing them .. Workers-who regularly come in contact 
·with dangerQus substances and who therefore receive a higher dose than the general public, 

· bear a disproportionate :share of the adverse impacts of products made Witli toxic chemicals. A 
conservatively estimated 50,000 - 60,000 deaths occur in our counny-each year due· to· · .. 
occupational toxic ch~mical exposures and other occ1,1pational illnesses. (Leigh, et al, 2000; 
NIOSH; Steenland, et al, 2003). · 

OSHA has· ~dopted workplace exposure limits for approximately 7% of chemicals used in the 
U.S. in high volume ·and. the U.S. has only phased out:.five substanc;es out of the approxhnately 
80,000 in commerce. At our annual convention in the fall, then Acting Deputy Secretary of · 
OSHA Jordan .B.arab Eiddr:essed the .need for chemical policy reform .but also reiterated that·Fed 
OSHA .could only do so. much because of so many other pressing health and safety issues il1 
the workplace. This ·brings us to why a Chemical lnnQvations -Institute would be of benefit to 
Connecticut and its businesses. · 

Over 200 diseases ~nd disorders :are now linked to toxins in our everyday environments. Toxic 
chemicals and 'heavy metals are widely used· in products and industry, and threaten health and 
child develqpment. Replacing toxic chemiCals with safer alternatives can _reduce the number of 
people who develop cancer,·Jearning disabilities, reproductive a~d neurodegenerative disorders 
and. other health issues . .l.n Connecticut, one of the largest occupational epidemiology studies in 
the US is currently asses~ing the links between chemical exposures .in the workpiace and a rare 
form of brain cancer. · 
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__ ._ __ _ 
· A few years .ago, a manufacturing company h~re in Connecticut found out that _some of its 
retirees were going blind within a ~ew years of retiring. Up.on. further investigation, it ~as 
determined tha_t one ·of the chemicals used in the final degreasing processes was qausing the 
blindness. After much research and hundreds ()f th~usands of dollars later, the company was 
able to substitute a safer alternative for that particular chemical. In a similar situation, but with 
the est~bli_shment of a Chemical' Innovations Institute, :the Institute. could have provided the 
research anq subsequ~nt data more quickly and .at a much lower f~e than the company 
ultimately pai~. This company was very financially.solv~nt and was able to support the change 
while .maintaining. pr:oductiot1, but ttiere are others out there that do not have the resources to 

•• 

. pay for olitsiQe researchers.- The Chemical lnnovati~ns Institute would ·also be set up to 
collaborate with ·Si!'Tlilar _institutions in other states and ·nations thereby expanding their d~~ base 
on a regional, natiQnal and even global level. 

Safer alternatives to·toxic·chemicals exist in some of our workpiaces now, including cleaning 
agents,-degreas~rs; me~l workir.~g fluids •. metals, and plasticizers. Mos~ recently, 200 US 
chemical plants have added safer technologies to eliminate poison gas releases to work~rs and 
®mmunities, The European ·Union ha_s restricted toxic chemicals in electronics, ·cosmetics and 
oth_er prqq~cts and adopted comprehensive chemical safety requirements (REACH) .and over 
30% of.c;qnnecticut's trade is with the European· Union's. member states. Innovation is good for 
busines~ .and can help stimulate economic growth through tlie.Qesign and production of se~fer 
prod.ucts. Companie!5 that innovate can COIT!pete intematlbna:llly; particularly with the European 
Union which:h~s niodenii~ed its toxic policies - · -

ConnectiCOSH promotes safer' chemicals, safer products, and safer jobs. We need iegislators 
to do the same. We hope· you will take action to make--Connecticut a leader in reducing 
exposure to toxic chemicals for our children, workers~ general public and the erwironrnent by 
voting for House Bill· 5126 and. House Bill 5130~ 

. Thank you for your time an·d consideration, 

Pamela Puchalski 

. . 

C.o·nnectiCOSH 
683 N(!rth:Mountai~ Road · Newington, CT 0(;111 · (B60) 953-COSH '(2674) · Fc;~x (860) 953-1038 

· pamela. ctcosh@.snet.net · · . 



Written TestimQny of Ann Be~an, Environmental Concerns 
Coalition, ECC Before the Connecticut General Assembly 
Environment Committee, Marcli 1, 2010, Testimony hi Support of 
the Child Safe Pr~ducts Act: HB. SlJO_and an Act Establishing a 
Chemical Innovat_ions -Institute: HB 5126. 

Thank you for this opportUnity to support these bills, In iny day we fortunately 
did not have all these_plastic toys and plastic nursing bottles to worry about. We 
~id have fewer toyS to chew and play with, but they must h~ve been reasonlably . 
non-toxic, as our generatipn did not have ·these high numbers of asthma, learning 
disabilities and cancers: 

It has b~n said that the p~sent generation of children Will not enjoy the sam~ 
longevity as my gen~ration because. of all the toxic chemicals they have been 
exposed .to from. birth, includ.ing .in utero to present day. Many newborns who 
have been, tested, show high body burden counts, which are inherited from their 
mothers and then o~y to be exposed to our modem anti-bacteri~ soaps, plastics, 
bo.ttles, toys, medica_l supplies, tubes, cleaning supplies, furniture,. rugs and you 
name it. Whata welcome we are giving our ne.Wbqms into. this twenty-first 
centuty_.with the highest ~d·most sophisticated medical practices and' medicines 
since man inhabited the earth. 

It is time that we are accountable-for the~ toxic substances. It is time to have a 
warehouse ~f aU these toxic chemicals that are in too many products, too many to 
list,' that can be accessed by doctors, patents, retailers, whom eyer needs to know. 
It is. time to. acknowledge that most people believe that if it is .on the market it has 
been approved by the ·govemment.and that it is safe. The ilew book Slow Death 
by Rubber Duek, The Secret Danger ofE'!erydi!,y Th~gs, tells much ofthe 
story and the title tells it all. I recently.exhibited with NOFA, the ECC's 
Freedom Lawn initiative on organi'c land care, at the Hartford Flower Show, and 
experienced especially these youngsters, young people, and yes landscapers who 
were 8eeki.tig out.my bumper_ sticker that said, "Pesticides Kill: Are you risking a 
child, p_et .... For "TiiE PERFECT LAWN"? As they were picking it'up~ they 

. said, "This tells it all." The young people are getting it and they will be on our . 
. · tails· if these bills .are not passed. · 

. . 
"Please It's Time" ~tis time to recognize this is a loud wakeup call to all those 
chemi~ companies,. pharmaceuticals and manufacturers that produce products 
that they know c9ntain hannful substances that can leach out into the environment 
into human body and anim:als, that they ate to be heid accountable an~ responsible· 
for any ill effects. It is time· to have this special place that ofa Chemical 
lnnovatio~ Institute to keep us Informed. · 

Thank you for your time and attention. 

Subm!~· ~"" •· 
Anp--a~ 
77 Pe1bm St. . . . . 'M 

Milford, CT 06460 · 

000683 

__( 



• 

• 

-· 

000684 

Written Testimony of Moses Boone 
Before the Connecticut General Assembly Environment Committee 

March 1, 2010. · 

Testimony in Support of: 
. House Bill 5126, .An Act Establishing a Chemical Innovations Institute -at the· 

University of Connecticut;· 
Hous" ~ill 5130, An f\ct Concerning Child Safe Products 

Dear Senator Meyer, Representative Roy, and honorable members of the Environment 
. ConUnittee, 

My name is Moses Boone and .l am a resident of new Haven. 

~t we do not know c&n;_hurt, maim and kill us. I am a product of iny . 
enviroiuitent and $ere(ore I ·am what I _eat, drink and b"i-eathe. I am the .. father of two lovely 
daughters and the world 'baS be~ome ardnhospitabl~ place tO brin:g:.children into and to raise 
them. Unfortunately we b,ave QO other choice because this is the only planet we know that can 
s1J!tain life. · · 

As a parent I can never have too much information as to ~ow I can make the 
world safer for my daughters and their offspring. That js why l ~ve chosen to corru¢t my 
energies·t()'doing everything possible to m&k.e the world as safe llS possible through knowledge, 
engagement and advocacy as.any lind all thi.D.gs which.redlice the quality·an:d security of infants 
who cannot protect themselves'from hann. 

I support passa_ge 9f: 
HB 5126 •• An·Act E~blishing_a Chemical Innovations Institute-at the 
University of Co~ecticut•• 81\d . . 
HB ·5130 •• An Act Concemins· ~hild Safe Products•• 

and if you have children or expect to have some you will also 
feel the neces5ity to protect our future generations. 

Thank you, 
Moses Boone 

40S~n·Rd 

New Haven Ct 06511 
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Written Testimony of Martha Kelly of 57 Curtiss Street, Hartford, and 
.Co~neciicut Coalition for Environmental Justice 

000685 

Before the Connecticut General Assembly Environment Committee, March 1, 2010. 

Testimony 'in Support of: 
House Bill 5116, An Act Establishing a Chemical Innovations Institute at the University 

of Connecticut; 
.House Bill 5130, An Act Concerning Child Safe Products 

Dear Senator Meyer, Representative. Roy, and.honorable members of the Environment 
Committee, 

My name is Martha Kelly and I am a· member of the Coli~ecticlit Coalition for 
EJAviroilmentai Justice, a group that wor~ t.o protect the health of some of the most 
vulnetable populations, tlle urban residents, the poor, and people of color. 

I am in wri~ng beca11se I stro .. gly support HB 5116, AD Act Establish~g a 
Cliemicai.Innovations lils~tute at the University·ofConnecticutand HB 5130, Ail 
Act Concerning Child Safe Products~ 

I am~oncerned about this issue ofbecaus~ I am aware·that.the Federal system of 
r,egulation of chemicals was weakened from ·its inception so that it can not do an 
adequate job of protectJng the public. Materials tllat cause us concern are 
ubiquitous in our liv.es through pro~ucts in our every day ·uves. Most of the 
substances used in trade have iiot been tested for their effect on health and few steps 
have· been taken to ~ar the presen·ce of those that are widely. recognized as harmful. 

It is instrllctive·tb,at we have had to take legislative. action in recent years to ban lead 
· · and ~lsb"estos in children's products and that we are ·here this· year asking that you· 

see that cad.W.um is. phased out. · 

As·a woman :and ~s a· grandmother of two girls, I am concerned about evidence t)jat 
.. many of the ,chemicals in use act on the hormonal system of living beings in ways 
:tha,twe are only beP.nning to understanc;l. One sign of this is the· fac~ that girls are 
reaciifug, puberty earlier than in ·the past. That change exposes them to increasing 
risk of breast cancer; I recommend that you all take a look at ppblications of the 
'Breast Cancer Fund; www .breastcancerfund.org/evideilce. The intergenerational 
iinpacf ofthe class ofmaterials ·identified.as "endocJjne disruptors" is especiaily 
frightening. Many other hea:Ith proble~s, from reproducti-ve disorders tQ the 
epidemic ofobesity aiid ·type 2 diabetes may be linked io such substances. 

/U an acti~st, lam concerned that the mortality of breast cancer is higher among 
women of color and that aggressive tumors have· appeared in astonishingly young· 
women. Research work oii this subject has been done at The Center for 

. Environ·~ental Oncology at tb~ University ofPitts~urgh Cancer Institute . 
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Occupationai e][posures are among·th·e-sources-or-exp-osurtfth-at-concern me. 
Ironically, che)Jloth_erapy nurses are among the populations ~ho have an increased 
risk of breast cancer. For more information on such issues the newsletters of CEO 
are ofgreat value:· http:/ryvww.upci.upinc.edulceo/newsletters.cfm 

I urge yqu to adopt J;J.oih of these bills because they will begin to move us beyond the 
need to co~~ to you ~bout chemicals one at a time. A more comprehensive approach 
is needed. When patents do all they can to provide their children with healthy 
envi.ronmen($, jt_ Stjll is not enough. 'rhey need the help of regulators. Parents should 
not have· to wonder whether conimon household products ljk_e bedding, toys or food 
can linings are damaging their children's futures. 

Body Burden's. of toxic chemicals concern me. Infants' cord blood has been found to 
contain more:tb~n 200 toxic chemicals (niany ofthem no longe_i' in use such as 
PCB~) when studied by tlie :Environmental Working Group. This points to the 
urgency· of these 'bills. The materials of highest concern are th_ose that persist in the 
enviro~ment lqng after th·ey are discarded ·or disposed_of. · -
http://www.ewg.org/reportslbod'yburden2/execs_umm.php 

A Chemical Innovations lnstjtute, as established in HB 51~6, would help 
Con_necticut tc» h:ad in manufacturin·g products that families can trust. It is an 
economic development opportunity for green jobs growth and will assure that CT 
pro.ducts dan be sold in the international market place. This will help our staie 
busin.ess~ aiid the ·<::1; economy .as a whole, as well as protecting the workers and 
consumers who I mentioned earlier in my testimony. 

. . 
The Europ"ean Unic;m is in the process of phasing out-hundreds of chemicals of high 
concern as .part oUhe~r REACH legislation. Many countries are :following the lead. 
of the EU, inc.ucUng China, and U.S. manufacturers will have to fmd and use safer 
alternatives in ord~r 'to stay ~o..-petitive in the world inarket. · 

Without·prQtectioJ~s such as these bills begin to afford 11$, Connecticut will remain a 
du~ping ground_for dirtier products, even as safer ones are manufactured for·sale " 
in Europe and .Chili3. 

I would like to thank the Environment Committee· for their leadership in this area. 
~lease mSke passingHB5126 and liB 5130 a priority this_ legislative session. 

Thank you, 

Martha Kelly 
57 Curtiss Street 
Hartford, CT 06106 



•• 

e. 

000687 

J 
----Written Testimony of Grace Hvasta...:Petrarca,.Certi.fied-Ay:w::vedic-P.ractitioner, and Owner of Good for 

you Girls, LLC. 

Before the C~nnecticut General Assembly Environment Committee, March 1, 2010. 

Testimony in s~pport of: 'BH 5126· AA Establishing· a Chemical Innovations Institute and· the 
University of C~nnecticut and liB "5130 AAC Clijld Safe Products. 

Grace Hvasta-Petrarca 
235 Town Hill Road 
New Hartford, CT 06057 

A mother of 4 girls, Certified A:Y1-uveqic ~ractltioner, and Owner of Good for you Girls, the only l 00% 
Natural and ~r~anic skincare company for girls aged 9-15. 

It h~ been my perso~ quest for the past ll years, to always -provide my family ·With products that. are 
safe. You would consider us a "green" family. ·One that eats organic foods, usesnatural cleariing 
.products for our home, and uses oniy natural-and organic health ~d b_eauty products. 

It has been so enco,~ging to see the growth in the Natural Food_s Industry over the past decade. 
Because more and mo~e people are educating themselves·-about harmful chemicals, .and how even trace 
an:J,ounts of harmful chemicals used _in food, cosmetics, kitchen utensils, baby toys, carpetiilg,. clothing, 
and many other products, -'over time; build up in the body, causing chronic disease, and cancers. The · 
reseaich is. overwhelming, and I am incensed by companies that continue to knowingly create and 
manufacture products that are harmful to hwp._ans. 

My training in Natural Medicine gives me specific insight into how these toxins are stored in the body, 
and I see first hand the damage to l>oth_ body and mind, caused by the absorytion of these toxins. I 
consider it my responsibili_ty as well as niy job, ·to educate my patients so that they may develop 
hea1thier habits and make safer choices. . · 

·Two ·years ago; I was looking for natural skincare for.my oldest daughter, who ·was ·a typical American 
· pre-teen; an accon;tplished classical ballerina, a b~sketball & softball player. Her body was starting to 

change·,- and she was interested iri developing· go.od skincare habits. Of course; she noticed how I. took 
care of my skin, .and w~ted to do the same. I told her l would fmd something jl:l5t for her, as my 
·products were geared toward an~-aging. As I. shopped for her, it was quite evi-dent that there was a 

. void in this demographic. Wonderful natural prodUcts existed 'for babies, and adults, b~t nothing for. 
girls 9-15. · 

That. is why Good for you Girls began. My business partner and I put .our heads together and 
developed ·the· only 100% Natural_and Organic skincare for girls. We have developed a new category 
within the natural food industry-and are proud to be in over -200 retail locations nationwide. It is our 
personal commjtment to provide a safe alternative to this d~mographic. It is our hope that other 

· ma:n~acturers .will be inspired to keep ·the safety and good 'heaith· of their customers as the primary 
objective·. We realize that this comnutment requires creativity; sacrifice, and hard work, but the 
resQlting well being of the consi.lmers (in our case, children 9-15), is well worth the effort. 

Therefore, it should be no surprise that l fully suppQrl passing legislation banning hannfuf chemicals in 
products marketed toward children, ·or anyone for that matter; as well as establishing green job growth, 
promoting safe workplaces, and reducing ihe use of toxic chemicals: firiked to chronic disease. 
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Written 'festimony of Renee Centore-Kelly of Enfield, . j 
Before the Connecticut General Assembly Envlronmen.t Committee 
March 1, 2010. 

Testimony in Support of: 
House Bill 5126, An Act Establishing a Chemical Innovations Institute at the 
University of Connecticut; · 
House Bill 5130, An Act Concerning Child Safe Products 

Dear Senator Meyer, Representative Roy, and honorable members of the Environment 
Committee; · 

My name is ·Renee Cento~Kelly and I am a resident of Enfield. 

I am in. writing because l strongly support HB 5126 An Act Establishing a Chemical Innovations 
Institute at the University of Connec~icut and HB 5130 An Act Concerning Child Safe Products. 

As a mother of a young daughter, I am concerned about the products around her. Parents work so 
hard to keep their kids safe, ·and w~ must have some kind.of ~surance that the things around 
them, especially those that are made for and·marketed to them follow a standard. A ·standard that 
.lets us know that we don't have to question what long·teim health. effects they_ may be· suffering 
as a result of the toys they play with. With ever changing information on chemicals that may 
cause serious harm and" the difficulty of even knowing if they ·are ip. our products, we need 
oversight to help us ensure our children's health. Many people. do not even know that certain 
substances may pose a risk. They assume thatifjt is legal, it must be safe, not kno~ about 
evidence stating otherWise. It would be impossible for·so~n:eone to. keep up on every chemical· 
and eve.ry. product and all of the literature about them. This bill will help protect families and 
help streamline the process so that it is not an uphill battle every time something needs to be 
.rem~ved from the market, while keeping a fair timeframe for the companies affected by the law 
t~ comply with it. 

A Chemical Innovations Institute could also follow in this. same spirit of protecting families 
wh,ile also being an economic development opportunity for Connecticut: Having safer chemical 
alternatives could provide long term savings for worker compensation, OSHA compliance costs, 
an,d waste disposal. while ilot requiring the State to contribute financially. 

Please pass these bills and help protect families! Thank you for your time! 
. . 

Renee Centore-Kelly 
132 Brewster Rd~ 
Enfield, CT 06082 
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Written Testimony of Laura Anderson of Weth~nfield, CT; 
Before the Connecticut 'General Assembly Environment Committee, March 1, 2010. 

Testimony in Support of: 
House Bill 5126, An Act Establishing a Chemical Innovations Institute at the University 
ofConneeticut · · · 
House Bill-5130, An Act Conc~Oling Child Safe Products. 

Dear Senator Meyer~ R,epr~sentative Roy, and members of the Enviro~ent Coiillltittee, 

My ·name-is Laura Anderson. 
I am in writi,ng because I strongly suppon; HB 5126 An Act Establisl)ing a Chemical 

. IIinovations "Institute at the University o_f Connecticut and HB 5130 An Act Concerning 
Child Safe PI:Oducts·: · · · 

In 2007 I agre~d to participate a,§ a volunteer in a biomoni,toring project.called "Is It In 
Us?" (ISitlnUs:org). For·this project, 'I donated samples of my \llood and urine to .be. 
tested for the pre.sence .of 3 .chemicals~ I had learned from reading and from a friend in 
public health that o.ur cUrrent lifestyles" expose us to c];lemicalsthat have beeri associated 
With many growing health problems. .I wanted tO learn more about these chemicals and 
learn if I had them iri my QWn body, l especially-wanted to learn this informati,oil to 
pr:otect' my daughters and "family, and help make the public aware of these unknown 
hazards. I knew· that, like myself, in general, other people don;t know about the toxic 
cheniicals ~ey ate exposed to every day in their own envirottments and the extent of 
·burden they cimy .~·a res~t. · 

··The results.indicatea that, like.95% of the U.S .. population, "I carried bisphenol-A; 
phthalateS, and PBDE's in my body. The most important lesson for me from this 
experien~ was that toxic chemical exposure is not necessarily frpm our neighborhood 
. factories· oi' i.Iidustrial parkS. Much of our exposure to these chemicals-is in. our o~ 
homes,. cars an~ workplaces. Bisphenol-A is used to make certain plastics used for things 
Iik~ food containers and water bottles. It i.s ·als.o used. in the epoxy liner of food cans. 
The chemic~ .leaches into the liquid orfood ... ·Phthalates are also ~dely used i.Ii food . 
con~ers and plastics, and in p~onal care prod~cts-(lotion8, nail pollsh, etc.).' PBDE's · 
are chenii.cals that act as flame. retardants and are used in the manufactilre of all kinds of 
-items in our homes. ·For exam.pie, furniture upholstery, rugs, fabric or curtains, 
electronics, inattre~ses· are made With PBDE's. 

As I reflected on these· results, I began to think back to some experiences I have 
had that l suspect are related to chen,rical exposure since these chemic!i].s are associated 
with cancers, ~ertility and rej,~ductive pro~lems, learning disabilities to name jus,t a 
few. First, I have known a handful o:(families who have had a child treated for cancer. I 
don't remember any child in my. community when I was young Who died. of cancer. I · 
have known several women who have d,ied of breast or ovarian cancer. I struggled with·. 
infertiiity for several ye~s. yet both my mother and· gr~n:chD.oth~r had several children,. 
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Before baying children, I worked as a school psychologist in different elementary schools · 
and came across many children· afllicted with att~ntional.issues, learning disabilities and 
autism. l"tbQ\lght back to my own experience as an elementary student. I don't 
.remember anyc)ne With anything like autism in my classrooms, ne.ighborhood, church or 
communj.tY. ·When l think about the fact that today~s newborn is born with over 200 
-chemicals in theii cord blood, it all seems to fit ~gether. 

. Sinc_e.tb.e·1970'~. thousands of che~cals have been ·release4. into the marketPlace, 
·in "fact; morethaP:go~ooo.· Our tQxic chemicaJ. policies are so weak: that we require little 
or no evidence for a chemical's safetY before allowing its· use ... This .is irresponsible. As 
we begin to. understand the Coll$equences of using unsafe .~hemica.ls, we are realizing the 
co~t of-our policies in terms of health problems· and health. care costs. 

I used to think that my efforts to keep my family from harm were Jll.Ostly 
effective. However, now.l'm:not so sure .. i wonder'ifthat water from the plastic· filter in 
·my refijger.ated is tainted. I worry about my daughter's Ipo(is and Nmterido DS's and I 

· remmd them to wash their hal:)Q.s after using them. I hope that the polyester shower 
curta:iD. whicb.r~placed.the·vi.Iiyf shower curtaiii is· not emitting anything~- I don't 
buy canned :food anylno,e, but i don't know what we're getting when we eat out. I ·store : 
most food "items in glass containers~ I neyer cook with plastic, ·even, the frozen vegetables 
to·be steamed iil their plastic packages in the microwave. 'We buy special nail polish now 

· and try to find perl:loi:J.al care products without fragrcin.ce and chemicals we know are . 
b'armful. I just look at, my furniture a.p.d rugs sometimes, wondering .. I try not to think 
a]?out our mattress~s~ As my'friend says, ."Laura, you can't buy your way out of this one." 

· Boy is she right. But why sho\lld we b~ye to wonder if our everyday products ate s~e? 
The bottom ljne is, we need our ·legislators to better. regulate chenii,ca.Is ·to protect our 
children and o~elves~ 

I would like to thank the Environment Committee for their ieadership'in this area. 
·Please make passing·JIBS126 and DB 5130-a priority this legislative session, · 

. Sincerely, 

Laura Anderson 
31 Lantem.Lane, Wethersfield, CT 06109 
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198 Pa~k Rd., 2"d F.l. Co•PIRG West Hartford, cT 06119 
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Written Testimony of Jennifer Hatch, Program.Associatc;, on behalf of the Connecticut 
Public Interest Research Group. 

Before the Connecti.cut Gen~ral' Assembly Environment Committee 
March 1, 2010 · -

Testimony iii Support: of HB 5130 "AAC. Child Safe Products" and . 
HB 5126 "AA Establishing· a Chemical Innovations Institute at the Univenity of 
Connectieut" 

S~nator Meyer, Representative Roy, and members of the Environment Committee, 

Thank you for the opportunity to testify in support o~ House Bills 5130 arid 5126. The 
Connecticut Public Interest Research Group (C~imPIR.G) is a .statewide non-profit 

· consumer advo.cacy organization that works to sU!,n.d- up for consumers· against issues such 
as public health threats. At the national level, we Worked to include ph~e-outs of lead 
ancl ph~ates iii the 2008 Consumer Product SafetY Improvement Act. This was a strong 
step toward·safer products for children, and waS possible thanks to .the leadership of 
states like Connecticut that had taken action. to re~ct lead and other chemicals of liigh 
conceqi. Howe~er~ le~ and· phtilatates· are just. the tip of the iceberg. when it comes to 
hazardOus substances in consumer p~ducts, and products desi~ed for children. 

Every year~ Conil.PIR.G releases a new version of our ~port· Trouble in Toyland, ~utlining 
currenthazards present in children's products, mcluding the presence of toxins. Through 
this report we.have pushed for consumer protections includili.g banning .. known toxic 
~hemical·s,.for ep.forcement ofexisting laWs and for putting. tools in consumers' ·hands. 
We're working for holistic solutions as well as tackling individual. dangerous chemicals, 
·but both are n~cessary to protect especially our youngest consumers. Research this year­
showed.that the toxic metal· cadmium is present in a wide range of childlen's products.· 
inclu~g jewelry ~d certairt plastic items .. Cadlnium is ·a .known human carcinogen that . 
can also' harm. tlie ki.dD.eys, llings, and other organ systems. Connecticut and many other 
states have·pa5se~ ·cadmi~ restrictions for product.packaging, but not for the products : 
inside the packaging .. ConhPIR.G supports legislation that would phase out this metal 
from ch.Udfert's products, but also rec~gnizes·that a orie-chemical•at-a-time aPproach will 
not solve ~e larger·pro~lem. · · 

. An Act Concerning Child Safe l7oducts would put Connecticut ·on the p~th toward more· 
proactive regUlation of chemicals of concern. Maine and. Washington have passed simiiar 
laws, and Connecticut now has the opportunity to borrow from their rese~ch and 
prioritize the most hi~y toxic .c~emicals for phase-out. This approach ~1 help. protect· 
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out young~st.and most vulner~ble' co):is:umersfrom ruaaen, toxi:Caarigers in the products 
designed for their use,_ and also help model the types of reforms that are needed. federally 
to protect:all Am.eric.ans. · 

An Act Creating a Chemical Innovations h)stitute at UConil i~ a pr9posal that we also 
strongly.support. Our sister organization in.Massachusetts was instrumental in 
establishing· a similar Institute- the Toxic Use:Reductioil Institute- in.that state in .1989. 
Having a central· hub for information: on safer alternative~ to toxic chemicals (particulady · 
Cleaning chemical~) has helped' Massach~etts. businesses reduce the use of l9Xic cleaning 
s9lvents and create saf~~ workpbices; We believe that a similar entity:in Connecticut 
cduldpartnet ~th TORI an!) similar institutes in other states to provide cutting-edg~ 
research to· oui companies and help make sure that they can comply with increasingly 
stringent chemical policies.in the-global marketplace.· · · 

· Thank you for takiJig_·the lead oil chemic&J. policy reform -there are clear benefits fot 
public health, the enwnment, and the strength of our economy' 

.Sincerely, . 

Jennifer Hatch 
ConnPIRG 

2 
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Susan Bysiewicz 
SECRETARY OF TH.E STATE 

CONNECTICUT 

Testimony in Support of 
Raised Bill No. 5126- An Act Concerning a Chemical 

·· InnovlitiOns Institute at the University of Connecticut 
a.,d RaiSed Bill No. 5130 -An Act Concerning· Child Safe ProductS 

En.yif!J.n.meni Committee· Public Hearing 
March 1, 2010 
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.J 

DistinguiShed Co .. Chairs-Senator Meyer and State Representative Roy--and members of 
the Envii'onnient Committee: 

I am submitting this testimony in support of Raised. Bill No. 5126 -An A:ct 
Concerning a Chemicaiinnoviltions Institute at the University of Connecticut and 
Raised Bill No. 5l30 -An Act C.on~erning Child Safe.Products 

. . 
. . 

. As Secretary of ~e State, I am proUd to ·have coll~borated with environmental and. other 
advocacy groups concerned about products and toxic chemicals found to be 'harmful to 
children. 

· · In March 2009, fol' eX81llple, I testified in favor of legislation that banned products, 
iilc~uding baby bottles, which contained the harmful ch~cal BPA I commend this 
commi~ and the General Assembly for passing that importailt piece of legislation. 

I continue to support the efforts of el!-vironmental groups and food .safety advocates for 
legis~~on that protects us all from hartnfu.l chemical additives and toxic pollutants in our 

· food and water. 

we· m~ also continue to remain vigilant to protect the health and well;.being of our . 
children. · 

I take thi11 opportunity to praise the. Environment Committee for raising these bills and for 
ho$ting thispublic.hearing. on this importalit subject matter. 

Juised Bill5130 

Jhised.Bill5130 is an important piece oflegisiation because it would emp.ower the 
Department ofEnViro.nmental Protection, the Department of Public Health, and the 
Depaitment of~onsum:er Protection in efforts to identify, monitor, and regulate 
chemicals that c·an pose .serious harm to children's health and development following 
their exposure to them . 

. STATE CAP.ITOL., 210 CAPITO.L. AVENUE, HARTFORD, 'Cf 06106 • (860) 509·6200 • FAX (860) 509-6209 
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· Through this legislation, Connecticut woqldjoin the states ofMaine·and Washington in 
· landmark legislation tO further protect children from exposUJ"e to harmful chemicals. 

If passed, this bill woij}d enable .our state agencies to work together and in consultat:lori. 
with the Interstate Chemicals ClearinghouSe to add chemicals of high concern to the · 
state's priority chemical list each year. ·· 

As you know, this Clearinghouse maintains well-vetted -priority chemical lists from the 
federal govelmnent-(EPA), Maine, Washington, and o~ states. 

A~cordingly, chemicals of high concern such as cadmium woqld be phased out three 
_years $!'being added .to the priority chemical list. 

'The~ for e~lishing a state-mandated priority list .ofchemicals of high concern 
cannot be overstated. 

ProfessOr James ~kie ofStanf~>rd·Univ~ity has conducted so-called "exposure 
:analysis" studies for· over fifteeil years and warnS that children are exposed to harmful 
particles while crawling and p~ymg" in household dust or:tracked-in soil. 

000694 

His research concluded ~t as toddlers_ begin to explore .their surroundings, they 
inevitably come .in contact .with a wide· array of po~tially hamifu1 substances-from 
paints to pesticides--that can.be swalloWed, inhaled, and even absorbed through the skin. 

According .to him and other expm:ts, children. are. far more sensitive to low· concentrations 
of toXic chemicals than ~wts b~e of their develQping organ tissues as well as high 
metabolism and ~-surface-area-to-body-weight ratio. 

Also, because bio-ch~cal pathways in children are not yet complete and can·be easily 
.damaged; this damage is .often inanifested iii slow learning and mental 'development 

Num~us studies and experts have also concluded that children exposed·to toxic 
... chemicals in their home. envii'onineil~ have a higher incidence of~ and otl.J,er 

respiratory dise~s. childhood cancers, central nervous system and othet disorde_rs such · 
as· ADD, and mstuptions in endocrine functi~ns . 

. Indeed, according tQ sevend major studies, toxic household products and dust have been 
found to cause lung irritation ·responsible for. asthma attacks in·m,any children. 

Lastly, organiZatioQS. like Clean Water Action have reported that "chemicals in out 
homes, schools ·and workplaces,_ found in such seemiilgly benign places as personal care 
products, clea,ning products, toys, pet productS, furniture, clothing, food, and water, have · 
been linked to asthin;a, cancer, learning di~ilities, reproductive damage, and a host of 
other di$eases and disorders." 

2 
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Raised ·Bill 5130 sets important criteria to help identify potential· sources of such · 
. oontaminants_and tOxic che~cals in home enviro~ents and makes referenc~·to priority 
chemical lists develo~d ·by respected national and international health organizations and 
agencies. 

By priorimmg theSe chemicals, the Commissioner ofEnvironmental Protection will. Warn. 
child and other product.~ufacturers, diStributors, wholesalers, and retailers that they 
cannot inClude in their products ot sell and distribute products that contain any such 
chemicals. . 

Strong re~atory arui' enforcement provisions in this piece ,of legislation will ensure that 
manufacfuteis of productS tlui.t Children will·cmne in ccintact With at home, in schools,. or 
in piaygrounds will comply With the testing and" reporting requirements to protect the 
health and well-being of-our children. 

Raised Bill5126 

I also support Ralsed· Bill5i26 because it will. autho~ the establishment of a Chemical . 
Innovations IDStitu~ that Will (I) promote research and ·development of safe chemical 
alternatives, (2) create _green grawth jobs and safe workplaces through green technology 
and ~n chemistrY, and (3) provide assistance to state agencies, businesses, and 
nonprofits that want to use safe alternatives to chenllc8ls that are ·barinfuJ. to public health 
and th~ environment-

The Che~cal. Innovations Institute. at UConn would be a first of its kind in our state, and 
it would link with re8purces and information from, explore grant opportunities with, imd 
·advance the work of the feder8.J. Environmental Protection Agency's Green Chemistry 
Program. . 

We must· continue to adopt public ·policieS that safeguard public 'heal~ proteCt oui 
. ·environment, promote green jobs, and improve O\ll' quality of life now and for future 
·generations.·· 

This. legislation sets the groundwork for innovations iii green chemistry-technologies,···· 
Green job creation, Green Chemistry education, Bnd. technical assistance in Conn.eeticut . 

Accordingly, the ~tuttrcowd promote safer alternatives· for cheinical productS arid by.; 
· products for,. among other tb.i.ngs,.pesticides; toxic waste and cheni.ical pollution · · · 

remediation, and· safer sewage waste treatment. 

·The. Institute~ be a catalyst and incubator for novel research projects, chemical 
applications,~ technologies for ~n Chemi_stry and greenjo~s in our state. _ · 

. . 

It can also promote the development of best practices, safer chemical alternatives, and : 
greater awareness of environmental safety ainong our businesses and in our communities. 

3 
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For·exam.ple, the Institute would update our businesses on.changiilg national and 
intemational chemical PQlici~s. train them in evaluating chemicals for sa!er al~ernatives, 
help them·JlW'ket products as "green products,;, and save th~m money through reduced 
worker compensation, OSHA compliance .costs; and hazardous waste di_spo~ fees. 

Lastly, it is my understanding that this bill would allow the Board of Directors of the 
liistitute to apply fQr o~tsi<ie fundiiig and carry out fee-for-service actiVities. 

Given the State ofConnecticut·and the University of Connecticut's budgetary· constraints 
during·these challengfug economic times, it is" Critical that the Institute have the ability to 
generate· its OWn revenue ~ndently. 

Therefore, I support both of these bills aild thank"you for moVing them thr.ough in this 
year's legislative session. · 

Respecifuily submitted, 

Susan Bysiewiez 

Secretary ofthe State of Connecticut 

4 
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Serving Connecticut & Rhode Island 

Testimony of Gretchen·Raffa, Community Organizer 
Planned Parenthood of Southern New England 

in support of HB 5130 An Aa Concerning Child Safe ProduCts 
HB 5126 An Aa Establishing a Chemical Innovations Institute at the University of 

~n~~ . 

Senator Meyer, Representative Roy and members of the Environment Committee, my name 
."is G.retC~en Raffa, Community·Organizer for Planned Parenthood of Southern New EnglaiJ.d 
testifying in support ofHB 5130 An Aa ~ru:errzjng Child Safe Products and HB 5126 An 
Aa EStablishing a Chemit:al Innovations. InstitUte at the University of ~neaicilt. Ptalined 
Parenthood of Southern New England's mission is to protect the right of all individwils to 

. control their own.fertility. Over the past decade new studies demonstrate that environmental 
conta!"'inants and exposure to chemicals can have a detrimental effect on one's reproductive 
health. ~ a ~ provider ofreprOdlictive health care to oVer 70,000 patients every year 
we are committed to educating ourselves and patients about the dangers and health risks 
from exposure to chemicals for women and their Eamilies. 

Mounting scientific: evidence shows some industrial chemicals act as endocrine disruptors 
which ~ cause Serious risks for women's health such as infertility, bre8llt cancer, polycystic 
ov:Wan Sylldrome; uterine 6broids, endometriosis, miscarriage, shortened lactation and 
breast.ca,ncer. Hazardous chemicals in everyday products such as cosinetics, personal care 
productS cleaning products, and our environment get into women's bQdies, their breast milk, 
atid in their uteruS. The timing and levei of exposure to these chemicals can affect how a 
woman's bQdy develops and functions. 

What.tesearch con6rrns is more women are experience difficulty in conceiving and maintain-
- ing.a pregnancy; which affected :4()% mo~ women.in 2002 than in 1982. The incidence of 

reported dif6culty has almost doubled in younger women~ ageS 18-2S[iJ, fail There is evidence 
of a ~wing ~d in the U.S. toward earlier breast development and onset of m~truation 
in P.-ls. Studies suggest that endocrine-disrupting chemicals, particularly estrogen mimics 
are important faCtors associated with altered puberty timing. [iii] Yet no chemicals are 
currendy r~ted under the Toxic Substances Control Act because of their potential harm 
to reproduction or development. But other authoritative bodies have listed more than 50 
industrial cb.emicals as reproductive toxins. [iv] 

.Planned Parenthood of Southern New EnglaiJ.d ~d those working to promote reproductive 
justice have long fought for a. woman's right to control her reproductive destiny. We have a . 
growing concern that the complexities of a woman's environment;~including her physical 
geography, race, class, access to bealtbcare, place of employment to name a few, can play a 
debilitating role on her Eertility and reproductive health. This. is why we have ·turned our 
auen~on to the environmental toxins that are affecting the ability of women to become 
pregnant; have .a b.ealthy pr~, and give birth to a healthy child. 

The time is now to reduce exposure to. chemicals .for children and women of childbearing 
age. We urg~ you to support HB 51'30 and HB 5126. We at Planned Parenthood of South­
ern New ~gianci belie-Ve this .is an urgent llijltter of reproduc;tive justice. All women should 
be guaranteeCI the right. tq control their own fertility, bear healthy babies a,nd live in • and 
healthy communities. Thank you. 

[i] Anjam Chacha and Eliza~ Hervey Stephen, •Impaired FecUndity in the Uniu:d Sta~a: 1982-1995," Family 
Planning l'ezspcctives, 30, DO 1, (1998): 34-42. 
[ii] Ka~ ~kelt, •fec:Undity in 2002 National Survey of Family Growth WolllCII 15-24 Y~ of Aae," Hya~e, 
MD, National Cenu:r Cor Healdi Statistics (2008) 
[iii] Susan W. P.uling, c:t al., "Role of Enviromnenral Factors in die Tuning~ Pubcrty."Pediatrics, 121, 53 (February 
2008): S167-71. 
[iv] California Environmcnral Prota:rion Aialq, •Proposition 65: 11u: Safe Drinking Wa~ and Toxic Enfcm:ement 
Aa of 1986~" Chemicals Known to the Stab: to·Cause Cancer or Reproclw:tive ToXicity List as of Sepcanber 11, 
2009 
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Testimony of Andrea Cohen Kiener, o~. behalf of Interreligious Ec~ustlce Network 
March 1,. Z010 
Committee on the Environment-
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HB 5126· AA Estab_llshl_i'IB ~Chemical Innovations Institute and·the University of Connecticut 
., 

These are two if!lportant .. bill~. The documente.d variety and concentration of toxic exposures 
. each of us has ls',truly.a!armlng. Because these exposures are J:ninute and spread out over time 
-the dread· that. we should feel- the u11ency we. should work from- are absent.· ·over a 
lifetime; we have responses· to these·exposures which range from Infertility and birth defects to 
asthma and moQd dlsoi"clf!rs and no one 'can draw the straight line and ~lnt to this shampOO is 

. the cause, this chemical in my rug Is the cause. The exposures are diffUse and the consequences 
are attenuated. But_my sense of urgency is real. 

·I tlave a daughter with infertility .Problems and I myself suffer from breast cancer and asthma. In 
many ofttie products I choose or need to buy, I ani exposed again and· again to solvents and 
fumes Qf variou~ ~inds. I have congregants who live In a bu~ble environment In their homes 
because their immune systems have been given out from all the. tOxins. No one is minding the 
store. !ndust~ is !"Ot:mlnding the store. Relevant state and federal enforcement laws are 
spread oi.lt over dozens of agencies- and many of the agency mandates are ridiculously 
Inadequate for the task: The federal TQ.~ic Substance .COntrol Act addresses 4 chemicals out of 
the 19Qoo th~t a~ pra'duced in excess of 1M II tOns a year . 

I am excited about the proposal for an inst.ltute at UConn to research best practices .for: bringing 
the safest c.hemlca! altern~tives to the market. The institute could use research developing in 
other ~te~ and_forunis • .tt.can create. an Important technical and economic resource fOr UConn 
and the state .. I thlrik this histitute can bridie. the culturai gap between business and health 
advocates such as !'II•· their research and recommendations can serve businesses who do not 
wish to poisan their customers but who have no guidance as·to what is.truly dangerous In their 
product line. and which alternatives are safer. 

HB 5130 AAC Child Safe Products 

As for. the. children's safe products act, this Is a logical compliment to the very important: 
institute bill. We know what Is ·truly .harmful to a v1.1lnerable .class_ of citizens.-our kids- and we 
need a mechanism to phase. these materials· out. 

These bills are timely and useful. They put. us jn an· excellent direction to have a healthy 
economic ~nd environmental culture. I believe they will both be an asset to the state and a 
model.· 

I sp~ak here more as a mQm than as a. religious leader- but I will add that 300 ofo1.1r members 
have signed.a statement on Christi~n Principles for a Healthy Body and a Healthy Spirit. Signers 
include members of the catholic Church and Plan!led Parenthood .. There is not' much legislation 
out there that draws support from. groups this diverse. ·Thank you for your supp~rt of these 
timely and important· bills. · 
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Testimony of Phil Sherwood, Deputy Director of the Connecticut Citizen Action 
Group (CCAG), Before the Environment Committee, Testimony in 

Support of~ HB5126. an~HB 5130, March. I, 2010 

My name is-Phil Sherwpod and I am the Deputy Director of the Connecticut Citizen 
·Action Group (CCAG) . .CCAG is a membership based organization comprised o(:25,000 
mem~ers statewide and has been actiye in: ·Co~ecticut for nearly 40 years. 

We would like to'thank tlie members .of the Environment Committee for having this 
. h~aring and would like to express organizational support ~~r HB 5126 and. HB513·o. 

The Chemical lobby may s~y- it is best to employ a Wai~ and see: approach in 
Connecticut and cbum that the federal reform for the Toxic Sub~ces Control Act (TSCA) is 
·near. Unfortunately, they're wrong. The wait ~d see argUm.entis simply a delaying tactic to · 
thwart efforts of state elected. officials to proactively consider pliasing out cb,emicals of 

. concern. Legislation to reform the TSCA has not even been introduced at the federal level, and 
the chemical iobby has ~e a simi!~ arguinent to delay action there. In D.C., the chemical · 
lobby has argued that federal reform should wait. to see what.happens at the state level given 
that various states are considering coiQ.prehensive initiatives to deal with toxins. 

Ideally, reform_happens at the federal level. However, we've. seen for some .time ·that 
states S1ich as Conilecticut pave the way for nieanlilgful reform at the federallevel.such as 
when Connecticut took legislative action on .lead, asbestos, and BPA in 2008 and 2009. 
Connecticut has a real opportunity t() lead by example once again. 

aB 5130, "An Act Concerning Chlld Safe Products" would help make sure that toxic 
chemicils do not end up in products meant for children. While many ofus probably hope .that 
all the products we use daily ~ safe, children's products that contain chemicals of concern 
need to be· addressed. Chemicals such as cadmium, ars~c. and imnecessary flame retardants 
eolild be prioritized for phase-out based on their health hazards. Tb.ls· approach better ensUres 
that we no longer have to do· battle With one chemical· at a time. 

Cadmium, for example,_ is being found in Chi.Idren'sjewelry ·and PVC plastic toys~ This 
toxic meui.l.can harm child development, disrupt hormone systems, alter behavior,: and delay 
the developinen~ ofiJlOtor aild sensory skills. My wife and i are patents of a l month old baby 
girl and should not have to worry' if the rattle.she will no doubt put in her mouth contains 
~um~. . ... 

.• HB 5126, "An Act Establls~·a Chemical Innovations Institute at .the _Univers•ty of 
Connecticut" would foster green job growth and reduce the use of toxic. chemicals that are 
increasingly linked to the_ rising incidence of nUIQ.erous c~nic diseases. 

.....:...-:. .. . ~.:;;:-> 
CONNECTICUT Cl'riZEN. ACTION GROUP 
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The-concept of the institute would allow CT to complement work being don:e in our 
.~eighboring states. CT needs .to act in .the 8,rea of safer, greeri chemical alternatives in order to 
keep CT businesses up to date on international and nation81. chemical policy changes. Not 
·moving forward with a Chemicai Innovations. Institute given thatincreasingiy comprehensive 
and· sweeping chemical reforms that are being .implemented in other countries puts CT ·at a 
disadvantage, not only in the global market place, but at a regional disadvantage. · 

MA has a nationally renowned and respected Institute focused on safer alternatives to 
cleaning ch~cals ·and assists businesses with cutting edge ~teri:latives information alloWing 
them to participa~·in.mar:kets that.may have. once_ been closed to them. It's also impo~t:to 
note ~t-this can be proposed in a way~ does not cost ~e state any.money. 

I would like to thank the Environment Committee for their past ·commitment to reducing 
exposure:io toxic substances and ask for your support for both HB 5126 and liB 5130 . 

.. 
Phil Sherwood,_ . 
Deputy D~ctor, Connecticut CitiZen Action Group 

I 
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ECHO 
Ecological Health Organization, Inc .. 
PO BOX 8232 Berlin, CT 06037-(570)472=0374 ___ _ -~ 
ECHOMCSCT@aol.com WINw.ECHOMCSCT .homestead.com 

March I, 2010 

To: Sen~tor Meyer, Representat~ve Roy and Members of the Environment Committee. . 
Re: Support Bills: HB 5126.:Esi:ablishing a Chemical_ Innovations Institute at the University of Connecticut- · 

. HB5130-AnAct Concerning Child Safe Products 

Senator Meyer , Representative Roy and members of the Environment Committee, my, name is 
Carolyn Wy~ocki and as Prestdent of ECHO, (Ecological Health Organization, Inc.) I am here to voice· 
our suppor:t for HB 5126 and HB 5130. · . 

. Almost 20·years ago ECHO was formed as a sta~wide nonprofit, advocacy, ·support, education and 
referr~J org~iution for people with Multiple Chemical Syndrome (MCS) ~d for others who care about its 
prevention. MCS is a chronic disorder as a result of a massive single exposure to a chemical such as a pf?sti- ·. 
cldes or a cumulative building up of toxic chemicals in our bodies over a period oftinie. We deyelop in- . 
creased reaetions to various chemicals found in products such as pesticides, building materials, applian~es, · -...;..-----1 cosmetics, computers, fragrances, carpets, and cleaning products ·and t::xhibit respiratory, neuroiogical , 
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Carolyn Wysocki 

muscular, cardio-yascular, thQracic etc. symptoms, dependent on the chemical expasure. There is no known 
cure for MCS and the most effective treatment found to date is avoidance of toxic chemicals. A difficult task 
in fuday'.s world. 

We-and o~r families are being exposed to toxic che~icals on a daily bases in oui.home, school and 
work environmeilis. It is only after the fact when there is su~cient numbers of people with an illness that 
some corrective action· is done like' removing the product or chemical from the market as was done with di­
oxin, mercury, asbeStos, lead, PCBs, etc.- I ain not·oidy speaking ~bout people with Mcs· but those.children 
·and adults who are contributing to a growing epidemic of chronic diseases and disorders that include cancers, 
asthnia, 'earning and ·developmental :disabilities, birth defects, reproductive disorders such as infertility, and 
.neliro-degenerative disorders such as Parkinson's disease. 

. . 

Since 2001, the US Centers for Disease Control (CDC) has been tracking the levels of synthetic chemicals in 
. the biood.and urine of average Americans- our so-called '_'body-bUrden.'; These studies have found that all of 
us are contaminated with bousehQid and industrial chemicals. and pesticides- some of which can build up in 
qiir bodies; our blood, fat tiss:ues, muscle, bone, brain or other organs. For exainple, PCBs and DDT, two per­
si~nt chemi~ills th!lt have been banned for 30 years, are still found in ~early all people tested by the CDC. 

. Other che~icals lo~ge in our bodies for ~mly a short time before being. excreted, but continuous exposure to 
such chemicals··means they are usually present in our bodies. -
http://\yww.chemicalbodyburden.org/whatisbb.htm 

Just as the ~ies in the coal mines, people with MCS are the human canaries of the 21 Cenney, 
warning that toxic chemicals are effecting public health." On behalf of ECHO, we owe it to our children and 

-grandch~ldren to provide a safe environinen~ safer substances, safer alternatives, ~Utd safer manufacturing 
processes, to reduce. hazardous substances in consumer products, at workplaces and businesses, .in·liomes, in 
our larid, water and in the air. As a~founding member of the Coalition for a Safe .!lfld Healthy Co~ecdcut, 
EC:HO supportS establis~ an Innovation Institute that will help_ lessen the risk of people becoming il_l from 
toxic chemicals. By replacing toxie chemicals with safer alternatives we can help reduce the number of · 
potential people who could develop l\1CS or cancer,le~g disabilities, aSthma, reproductive and neu-

---~---.6 rodegenera~ve disorders. By helping Connecticut manufacturers make the transition to safer s~bstances and 
processes, we can reduce illnesses and health care costs, improve worker, community and envirOnmental 
public health. The good news is that the harm caused by toxic chemicals is preventable and 

· "Preventi()n is My Intention. " MISSION 
To sqfoguon! tJr. lrelllih and • 
w•U-bel!fgaftJr.•""tron- Smcerely, 
m11nt and tt.r i!WJbtiDIIt.r. C_arolyn Wysocki President, ECHO 
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TeStimony of Ca..OiYn Steams, resident of Manifield 
Before the Conneetieut General Assembly Environment Coliunittee, Mareh 1, 2010. 

T.estimoJ;J.y in SuppQrt of House Bill 5126, 
An Act Establishing a Chemicallnp.<?vations I~tute at t}te Univenity of Connecticut; 

and.Bo:ase Bi115130;.An Act Concetning·Child Safe PrOducts 

Dear· Senator Meyer,:.Representative Roy, and honorable members.ofthe Environment 
Coriunittee, 

My name Is Carol)1l.Stearns, ~I am a re$ident ofMBilsPeld. I am here in.support of 
· HB 5126 An Act Estab.U$hing a Cheniicallnnovatioils InStitute atth~ University of 

Coiinecticut and HB·Sl30 An Act Concerning Cbild Safe Products. 

I woti,JdJike to tell you about my own family's ~ence with disease attributed to 
toxic chemicals expasure ..;. My daughter·walked in the door, her face was dark and 
foreboding ·and then ~e bl~ •••. "Mom I have ~!". It is my hope that one day in 
Connecticut there will ~a ·time when.Mothers never have to live that moment, they wiii 
nevei'have to see~ look on the face of a fiu;nUy mf:Dlber. I wish for·mothers to never 
have to sit throJJgb long grueling chemo treatments for daUgh~ or sons. 

It was October 20:08 wh~ my d&ugliter, age 28 ~e home with the frightening news. 
It was not long after·tba,t tests reveale4 she was harbonng Stage 4 Hodgkins Lymphoma 
Cancer, as the stage·is·determinedt there were DUill)':tumors &hove and below the 
diaphragm. Hodgkins is cOliUDOii iii young ~ple, the cancer is linked with chemi~s . 

After 12 rounds of chemotherapy! ~ ecstatic.to say that my daughter is cancer free at 
this time. It m.s im~ all 'our lives,. loss of 'Work time, extreme medical bills, 
compromised her future, health, a QJ;l~ five, 10 year plan for control and watching, 
followed· by a lifetime plan. · · 
. Childhood and youth should be protected from the onslaught of everyday chemicals. 

Children don't read labels, children don't volunteer to absorb these ~ces. OQr job 
as adults, parents, leaders and Government is tQ protect the innoc~t Let us work to give 
them back thcrfreedom of knowing their environm,eilt at home, school ~ in the 
community is safe. If we act·tod8y, if we dare t9 be so bOld as to eiiaCt protective 

· legislation. then the day Will collie when Mothers won't hear- Mom, I have cancer! 

Please make passing BB5126 and HB 5130 a priority this legislative sessioD. . . . 

Sincerely, 

Carolyn Stearns 
440 'Mansfield City Rd. 
Storrs, Ct. 06268 
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REPRESE(IITATIVE LONNII: REED 
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E"MAIL: Lonriie.Ra!d@cga.etgov 

State Rep.resentative Lonnie Reed 

Testimon.Y on behalf o' HB 5126 and HB 5130 

Environment Committee Public Hearing 31~/1 0 

As we an know, the green chemistry movement is growing and major efforts are unde.rway 
here in the US and abroad to restrict or eliminate the use of suspect chemicals in all kinds of 
products, replacing them with safe alternatives. · 

I am testifying today·in·s.JJpport of HB 5126, an A_ct Establishing a Chemical Innovations 
Institute at UConn Health· Center. It is an idea whose time has come. The Institute would be 
pro-aCtive ratherthan re-~ctive, bringing .sta,keholders to .the table, enabling scientists, health 
professionals; indi,Jstry representatives and regulators to work together in an ongoing effort to 
antlcipa,te Chemical Pol_l~y initiatives from th~ European Union and a growing number of 
states includi_ng California; Washington State, Michigan, Minnesota and Maine. 

The Institute co~ld help companies track regulatory trends and make sense of new 
requirement's; it could assist in the training pf 6ceupational health, safety and environmental 
staff, and ·in the dissemination qf best practices for chemical management. Connecticut 
·companies must develop programs to respond to the·se new market requirements. A 
Chemicallnn~vations lnstitu~e could be a very attractive new resource for protecting the 
jobs -and the health of Connecticut resid.ents. 

As a business person myself who works constantly ·to anticipate and respond to trends, J 
k_now it is suicid~l to just sit back and do nothing as markets close their. doors to your 
prod.ucts. A Chemical Innovations Institute would be good for the health of consumers. Good 

. for the fiscal. health of m~nufaCturers and for the thousands of people who .work for them. 
SERVING BRANFORD 
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I arn also. speaking today in favor HB 5130, An Act Concerning Chi.ld Safe Products. Again, 
parents the world-over are growing more militant when it comes to the composition of toys, 
f~od containers, jewelry and ott:ler products that inevitably. wind up in ·their children's mouths. 
As we all know, that's what kids do. 

The goal of this bi!l. is. to make sure that the most toxic chemicals do not end up in products 
meant for c;:hildren·. Companies eager to. ~ell their prqducts to increasingly savvy consumers, 
and in increas.ingly ·regulated overseas markets, will.benefit from phasing· out chemicals that 
are on the hit list: Manilfacturers that innovate and respond to consumer concerns wili 
outcompete those·tt'!at do not. Since Maine; Washington state and Minnesota are moving 
fofward with very sjmi)~r approaches, ConneCticut has the opportunity to adopt the lists of 
chemicals being developed by these states. · 

The. •one-chemical-at-a-til11e• policy will not solve our big picture problem anytime soon. 
Ag~i11LetiEf5t30.is al) opportunity to be pro-ac.tive rather than reactive. And that is good for 
babies .and gooCI for business as well. · 

Tt1ank you for allowing me to testify.· 
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W~itten Testi~ony of Andrew May of35 Owen ST. Hartford,-CT. ·o6105, 

Before t~e. Connecticut General Assembly Environment Committee, March t•t, 2010-

Testimony in Support of: 

House Bill 5126, !\n Act Establishing a Chemical Innovations Institute at the University 

Of Connecticut: · 

House Bill5130, !'on Act Con~erning Child Safe Prod~cts 

000705 

Dear Senator Meyer, Representative Roy, and honorable members of the Environment Committee, 

My name Is Andrew May and I. am a resident of Hartford. 

I am writing because I s~rongly support HB 5126 An Act Establishing a Cher'nicallnnovati~ns Institute at 

the. University of€onnecticut an~ HB 5i30,!-n Act Concerning Child Sa~e Products . 

. I a~ume that a large part of your li_fe as a Legislator this session is consumed by the budget and the 

econqmy. The establishment:of a Chemical Innovations Institute represents an investment in 

Connecticut's eqmomy and ·publk health. The European lin ion is in the process of phasing out:hundreds 

of chemicals of high concem.as part of their REACH legislation. According to 'oECD figures, in 2008, 
' ,. 

France, Germany;_ and Great a·ritain represented respectively, the second, third,·a_nd fifth most valuable 

destinations for Connecticut products; meanwhile, also according to DECO, chemicals represent the 

second most valuable Connecticut export. It is not hard to see, therefore, that establi~hment of a 

Chemi~allnnovations Institute is vital to our economic health. 

In his February 2Sih op-ed entitled, "Do Toxins Cause Autism?" New York Times columnist Nicholas D. 
. . . 

Kristof quotes from Dr. Phillip J. Landrigan, professor of pediatriCs at the Mount Sinai Sch~ol of Medicine 

in New York and chairmen of the schoo_l's department of preventive medicine. Dr. Landrigan writes, 

_"Tt!e.likelihood is 'high' that many chemicals 'have potential to.Ciause Injury to the developing ~rain and 

to produce neurodevelopm·ental.disorders." For this public health reason, not ignoring moral 

implications, I urge you to pass HB5130 ~hich would begin to phase out certain high-risk chemicals from 

children'~ products such as bedding, toys, or. food can 'linings. Connecticut parents have· enough to worry 
ab_out!!l. · 

I would like to thank the Environment Committee for past leadership in phasing out mercury, lead, and 

BPA. 

Please make passing HBSl2~ and HB5130 a prioritY this legislative session · 

~·!YL 
AndrewMay ~-
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Written testimony of Lisa M. Ryan-Boyle of Darien, Connecticut J 
· Before the Connecticut General Assembly · 

Environmental Committee, March 1, 2010 

Testimony in Support of . ,-· 
Hou~~ BillS126, An Act Establishing a Chemic~l Innovatiops Institute at the 

University ofConnecticut; 
House Bill S130, An Act Concerning Child Saf~ Product.s 

Dear Senator M~y'er, Representative Roy, and ~~norable members of the 
Enyironinental Committee, 

My name is Lisa Ryan-Boyle and I am a re~ident ofDarien. I am writing because I 
·strongly support HB S126, An Act Establishing a Chemical Innovations ·lr:tstitute at 
the University of Connecticut, and HB 5130, Aii Act Concerning Child Safe ·Products. 

Both bills address issues of great interest to me as an individual, as a parent and· . 
.. generaUy !itS a dtize.n concerned for future generations to· come. Of tJ:le 
overwhelming number o.f chemicals in products on the market today- some 80,000 
-only a handful have been ba~ried from use by tbe EPA. Yet a growing number of 
stu~ies suggest that m~ny other chemicals found in ·common household prod~cts 
may pose serious threats to health . 

Current laws leave consumers completely on their OWl) to determine which 
chemical-laden products, includhlg househo-id and dea·ning products, cosmetics anc:i 
toys, are safe eriough·to bring into the home. The bills introduced today would aid 
Connecticut residen~: by identifying a prio~ty list of chemic~ls that pose risk ~o 
children's health; .by }?anning targeted cbemic~ls ~n products used by children; by 
fo~tering_green technology and jobs; .and by paving the way for employers to . 
provide workers With safe non-toxic places to work 

My education In h.ealth ·risks posed by toxic chemicals found in common household 
products is the result of an odyssey rather than a· crash course. It started many 
years ago with a cas1,1al exchange of tips between moms in the parking "lot at my . 
children's school. Growing hungry for more in.formaijon, I began to conduct 
independent-research. f~r answers to questions about toxin-free products. WJie·n I 

. learned that my son h.as a form of A.DHQ, my quest broadened even further as I tried 
to sort through the ·morass of available ·but often conflicting information. Finally, a 
few years ago i b_egail working with the Mount Sinai Children's Environmental 
Health Center (CEHC), an o~ganization that studies links between toxins ir:t the. 
environment and children's diseases such as cancers, asthma, autism, ADHD, Type 2 
diabetes and obesity. · 

. . 

My connection to CEHC exp·oses-m~ to the most recent information on the possible 
effects of certain. chemicals on children~s health~ It teaches me that the most 
vulnerable-beings are the tiniest ones, especially those yet to be born. Study after 
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study suggests that exposure Qf certain chemicals in utero. through a pregnant 
mother during vital d~velopmental stages can h;;~ve devastating a,nd life-lasting 
results to a child. No !=hild in tpis country is born entirely free of toxins. Indeed, one 

· national study overseen'. by the Environmental Wot}Qng Group, a well-regarded 501 
(c) (3) non-profit organization, detected more than 200 potentially toxic substances 
in the blood of newborns. Second to pre born babies are the risks·posed to young 
babies whose brairis are continuing to develop and whose small bodies cannot 
process toxins as efficiently as can those of ~.dults. · · 

CEHC empowers me with Imow~edge. It offe.rs me the choice to ta~e a "better-safe­
than-sorry" approach wh·en purchasing consumer goods. In this-way, it gives me a 
clear· advantage over inany other Connecticut residents. a·ut it is an advantage I feel 
all parents state-wide are entjtled to hav~. · 

Passage of HB 5iao, An Act Concerni~g Child_ Safe Products, would eliminate· this 
~owledge gap and:take the guesswork out of a parent's safe consumer choices. No 
lon·ger Would well-.intentioiled pa'rent,s expose childre~ to products they believe to 
be safe, only to learn down the roa_d.tha~ the·products in fact contained che.micals 
that potentially pose serious health riskS. . · 

The enactinent .of.a phase-out of Bisphenol-A in children's products last year 
positioned Connecticut as a mitionallea_der in this fieiq. The comprehensive 
.approach envisio~ed in.HB 5-130 is the Iogical.nextstep. It would sec~re the state's. 
leadership role and,·inore i:ntpolt!intly,.ensurethat all parents can pro~~e their 
children With the safest choices on the market' . . 

With the phase-out in this state ;md _g~neral concern nation-wide ~wer eJq>osur~s to 
Bisphenoi-A, we have already' witnessed an explosion of alternative products 
coming to market. Likewise, the European Union's upcoming phase-out of hundred$ 

· of other chemicals of high concern is certain to spawn the ~emand for an~ · 
productior:t ofmore.alternative products· in the global 'marketplace.·. HB 5126, Ari 

. Act Establishing a 'chemi_cal Innovatjons Institute at th~ University of Conne_cticut, 
would enable this ·state to compete in the new "green'; marketplace, and at the same 
tim·e, create needed jobs arid safe workplaces for 'its .residents. · 

lam grateful to the Environment Committee and would' like to thank each member 
for his or her leadership iii this ar~a: Please-make passing, DB 5126 and HB 5130 a 
priority this legislaqve session. · · 

Sincerely, · 

Lisa M. Ryan-Boyle 
150 GoodWives River Road 
Daiieri, CT 06820 
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Written Testimony of Erika Correa on behalf of The Learning Disabilities· 

~sociatjon of Connec.ticut. ·· 

Before the Connecticut Gen.eral Asse~qbly Environment .Committee, Mar~h 1, 2010 

Testim·oriy bi S~pport of: HB 5130 An Act Concerning C._il,d Safe Prod~ct$ and.!!!!. 
· 5126. An Act Establishing a Che~ical Innovations Institute at the Univenity of 

Connecticut; 

Dear Senat~r Meyer, Representa~ve Roy, and honorable members of the Environme11t 
Committee, 

I 

· I am: writing in·~upport of the HB 5130 and HB 5126. I am a registered nurse, a parent, 
. and volunteer with the Learriing Disabilities Association of Connecticut. . 
I am very.concemed with_the·J:lealth of our commUnity. We are all exposed to a ~de 
range of chemicals regularly. Many ofthese chemicals.ha've been sh.o~ to be harmful. 
Even small exposures to some chemicals· can: cause learning and developmental problems 
in children and deveioping fetuses. Developmental and· learning disabilities are a heavy 
burden on our"commurtity an4 educational system. . 

I ~ proud to know ~t Connecticut has been a national leader in reducing 
environmental exposure to mercury,'iead and BPA. HB 5"!.30 An Act Concerning Child 
Safe Products will ~low us to take a comprehensive approach to reducing children's· 
exposure ~ high ~sk chemical~. I have met many _parents who worry apout what their 
.children 8!E: ~xposure to, but find it difficult keep track of what. chemicals to avoid ·and 
how to avoid them. This bill will take that responsibility off of individual parents and 
allow all of us to enjoy safer homes;wotkplaces and environments. 

lbe second bill, HB 5126-An Act Establishing a Chemical Innovations Institute at the 
University of Connecticut, in an essential step in making our commuility safer while 
supporting Connecticut businesses. This organization wiil make it easier .for businesses 
~9 find cost alte~iives to current. fomiulas with miniinizin.g their own research costs. 
Coiiiiecticut businesses can to safer places to work, provide safer products. As world 
markets often J;"equire ~erent standards, access to this resource can help Connecticut 

· businesses. compete m~re effectively ov~eas. A Chemical Innovations Institute could 
"be a center of excell~n~e to .attract 01.anufactur¢s to the state as weU as an opportunity of 
gr~Iijobs. 

I hope the Environment Committee with make passing both JIB 5126 and HB 5130 a 
priority. I~ you for your continued leadership:in this area. 

Sincerely,· 

Erika Correa 
154 Shagbark.Rc,i 
Glastonbury, CT .06033 
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Written Testimony of Tolly Cone of Darien, CT and the executiv.e'board of the Children's 
. Environmental Health.C~nter-at Mount Sinai ~ospital in New York,' · 

Before the Connecticut General Assembly Environment Committee, March 1,.2010. 

Testimony in Support of: 
House ·Bill5126 An Act Establishing a Chemical Innovations Institute at the University of Connecticut 
House Bill 5130 An.Act Concei'Qing Child Safe Products 

Dear Senator Meyer, Repres~ntative Roy, and member~ of the Environment Committee, 

My ~ame is Toby Cone and l ani. a Darien resident and on the board of the Children's 
· Environmimtal.Bealtb Center at Mount Sinai Ho~pital hi New York · 

I am jn writing becatise I_strop.gly support HB 5126, An Act Establishing a Chemical Innovatio~ 
.. · In.stitute.at the University of Connecticut ~4_HB 5130 An Act Concerning Child Safe .Products. 

• : I ani concerned about this issue ofbecause.we need state :goverrunent to proactively coilsider 
phasing ou~ cheiDi.caJs. of _concern; at least in the productS used by children. . 

• House Bill Sl30 ·would solve the problem by creating a process for ~~te _agencies to work together 
on a list oftbe.most toXic chemicals in children's products. These would·then be· phased out after 
being on the list .for a few ye_ar~. 

Many sbulies have ~ed·toxins to· dise11:5es such as cancer, diabetes, Alzheimer's and Parkinson's as 
well as asthina, infertility and l~g disabilities, Young children and developing fetuses are · 
especially vulner~bl~; expo~ to even a sm.all amount can affect a child for-life. Connecticut has been 
a nB;tionalleader by phasing out lea4, mercury and BP A but we cannot continue to play toxic chemical 
"whac-a-'inole" with our chi.lclre.11's .health. Please pass HB .5130~to. establish a comprehensive . 
approach·to·phase-out of chemicals of high concern froin children's products. Parc;mts shoUld not have 
to wonder whether ~ommon, household' products, like beddiilg, toys or food can linings, are damaging 
their children's futures! · · · 

If prevention. is, in fact; the ·best medicine, them we need to pay m1,1ch closer a,ttention to the role 
c}femicals in the environment play in the J;i.se of d~sease,. rer~ted health care costs: and human sufferiJ?.g. 

~e. European. U:nion is ~-the process of :Ph~~:Sing out hundreds of chemicals of high concern as part of 
their REAGHlegislatioti: Many countries are following the lead of the EU, inCluding China, ~d _U.S. 
manufactUrers will have to find and use safer alternatives in order to stay competitive in the world 

. ·market. ·A Chemical Innovations Institute, as established m HB 5126, would help Connecticut to lead 
in manufacturing products thilt families can i:rqst. I~ is an eCQ'nomic ':f.evelopment opportunity for green 
Jobs growth and Will ass'ilre .that CT products ·can ~e sold in the international market place. This Will 
help our state businesses and the CT economy as a whole, as well as protec~g workers and conSumers 
from e~posl.ire to tOXins. 

I would like to 'thank the Environment Committee for their leadership in 'this area. 
Please make passing IIBS126 and liB 5130 a priority this legislative· Session. 

Thank·you,_ 
Toby Cone 
1.7 Richlilond Drive 
Darien CT 06820 
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Written Testimony of Sue Harkness of Conversations for a Gree~ Connecticut, Before the 

Connecticut General Assembly Environment Committee, March l, 2010; 

. Testimony iri Support of: . 
House Bill 5126; An Act Establishing a Chemical Innov~tions Institute at the University· of 

Connecticut; · · 
·House Bill ~130, An Act Concerning Child Safe Products 

~ . . 

Dear Senator Meyer, Representative Roy, imd honorable members of the Environment Co~ttee: 

My .name is·.Sue Harkness and I am. a. member of Conve~satio~ for a Green CT, a group ba5ed in 
Ashford 'that ~s concerned about envirorimenta}.issues and briilgs more awareness of these· issues 
to the pu)?lic $'ough programs and activities. 

I am writing beca~e I stro.ngly support HB 5 126 An Act Establishing a Chemical Innovations 
· Institute ~t the University of Connecticut and Ha 5130 An Act Cop.cerning Child Safe Products. 

·. I azn concerned about this issue as all folks should be iflhey value their health and the health of 
everybody else, especially young children. Most ofus do not have the knowledge· necessary to· 
know everything about th~se dangeroUs chemicals, and an Institute such ·as the one mentioned ·. · 
above woul~ b~ ·the· scientific and academic component thS,t is so necessary, in addition to all of 
the. oth~r econoinic oppo~ties. 

Many studies.hav~ linked _toxins to diseases such as cancer, diabetes, Alzheimer's and 
Parkinson~s· as weif as astlima, infertility·and learning disabilit,jes. Young cliildrei:J. and 

.. developing .fetuses are especial.ly vulnerable; exposure to even a small ainount can affect a child 
for life. C01me.cticut has been a natio~ leader -by phasing out l~ad, mercury an~ BPA but We 

·cannot .con~ue to play toxic chemicBI ''whac-a-mole" with our· children's health. Please pass 
HB 5130 to establish a comprehensive ·.approach to phase out of chemicals of high concern .from 
children's products. Parents should not have to wonder whether common household products, 
lik~ bedding, ~oys or food· can linings, are damaging their children's futures! 

The European Unio~·is in the proces~ ofphasing out.hundreds of chemicals of high concern as 
part oftheir ~CH legislation .. .l\1aliy countries are following the lead oftbe EU, inclu~g 
China,- and U.S. manufacturers will have t0 :fi.nd.and use safer altei:J18tives in order to stay · 
competitive in the warld market. A Cheliljcal.Innovations Institute; as established in HB 51.26; 
would help Connecticut to ·lead in,.manufa:ctuiii'J.g products that. families can trust. It 'is. an 
economic developtil'eilt'opporfu.nity for green jobs growth.·and.will assure·thafCT products can· 
be· sold ·in .the ·internatioruu -market place.' This will help our state businesses ·and the CT economy 
as a whole, as well as protecting wolkers and, consumers from exposure to toxins. 

. . 

I would-li~e to thank the EnWom:nent G.omqlittee for their leadership in this area. 
Please make passing· HB5l26 and,HB 5130 a priority this legi~lative session. 

Very truly yours, 

S1,1e Elizabeth Harkne.ss 
322 Ashford Center Road· 
Ashford, CT 06278 
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Written Testimony of Alison Barria, student of Fairfield University School ofNursmg, before 
the Connecticut General As~mbly Environment Committee~ March 1, 2010, Testimony in 
support of: HB 5126 and HB 5130 

Thank you for this opportunity to testify in ~pport of House Bill# 5126 and #5130. My 
name is Alison Barria, I~~ my final semester of nursing school at Fairfield University. Being 
a nursing-student and studying·~ow·our population's health has changed in the past few decades, 
I was ~ly dtawn to the~ twO Bills and what they stand for. Future generations will becoine 
incre~ingly effectec:t by the environment that we are creating for them. People are living longer 
but they aren't necessaJ'Q.y living healthy lives. 

My cousin Adriana found 0\11 that she WitS pregnant with her first child about 9 years ago. 
She was so excitea and did all of the things she needed to do in order to stay healthy througho~t 
her pregliailcy and avoid any complications. She·_ gave birth to a·beau,tiful baby girl named 
Gabby. We all noticed that Gabby's second. birthday~ coming up and she was stili not 
speaking the way a normal two _year old would. Her speech was delayed as well as her motor 
skills. Being a very .concern~ parent, Adriana took Gabby to the doctor and they soon diagno~ed 
her with autism. · 

Dev~d from the news, Adri~ could only blame herself and wondered about all the 
things she mighthave done to prevent thi~ from occmring. Naturally parents tend to blame 
themselves, however, what if they did everything "right'' and their child is still sick? Is it 
possible that the chemicals used in Gabby's toys and bottles were to blame? There has been an 
alarming in~rease in the ~osis of Autism among other childhood developmental disorders, 
childhood cancers, and reproductive problems in the past decade, and it is possible that toxic 
chemicals are a cause. 

There are_numerous chemicals In children's products, and-many of them have been 
shown to be related to disease and disability. I urge rou to support this bill to identify these 
cheinicals, remove them from our products and use safer ~ternatives. . . 

As a member of the Environmental Committee, you are .able to. promote what is in the 
best ~terest of the population. ·I urge tha\ House Bill #5130 be passed to protect our future. 

Alison Barria 
1073 North Benson Rd. 
Fairfield, CT 06824 
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Goocl Afternoon Senator Meyer, Representative Roy and members of the committee, 
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My name Is Dr. Mark Mitchell and I am the. president of the Connect.lcut Coalition for 
Environmental Justice. I -am here to testify In favor of HBS130, the An Act Concerning Child 
Safe Products and HB5126 an Act Establishing a Chemical Innovations .Institute. I will also 
comment on HB5121ran Act Concerning Revisions In the Envlronmentat·Justlce ·community 
Statue. 

Thes~ bills calf for policies to prevent· harm before damage Is done, and to require that 
businesses .imd government choose the safes~ alt!:!rnatlves in a comprehensive fashion, 
rather thi;m a chemical by ch~mlcal approach. The Chllcl Safe Products Act, HB 5130-t seeks _. 
to pinpoint toxic chemicals of greatest concern, In children's products, and work to phase 
these chemlcals·out so we can protect the health ·of·ourchlldren. HB 5126 seeks to establl~h 

·an Institute· to work with Connecticut business to find safer substitUtes; Both of these bills 
are budget neutral. We h.ave 'b(i!en meetJ'ng with the Un1Vef'$1ty :of Connecticut, businesses 
and with the Connecticut ~uslness and Industry Association to trj to make sur~ that the 
Chemical Innovations Institute is of substantial benefit to Connecticut manufacturers In 
maintaining competitiveness and creating new green jobs. 

\ 
The result of current government policies Is that toxic substances come Into our bodies 
without our knowledg~ or consent. We have se·en that Ignoring early warning signs can 
result In serious Illness. The tragic histories of lead and mercury, for example, demonstrate 
the harm caused w!Jen government and Industry do not take .action .to protect health. We . 
have also seen that.actlng on early warnings can prevent widespread harm, as In the case of 
the drug thalidomide. Children· are particularly vulnerable to many of these tox_lc chemicals. 

Apprqxlmately 80,000 chemicals are licensed for use In commerce today. The u.s .. 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has estrmated that fewer than ·10% of the Industrial · 
chemicals produced In-the largest quantities (over one million pounds per year).have 
underg~me.even a.llnilted ,set of tests to assess. their health effectS on humans. Most tests 
look cfniy for acute toxicity or canc~r-causlng properties. Potential harm to a child's nervous 
system Is rarely lnvesttg·ated. In fact, as of 1998, qnly 12 chemicals had been tested 

.· accorc;!lng to. EPA. standards :for their Impact on the developing 1'\uman brain .. Even less Is 
· known about what happens when pepple. and ecosystems are .repeatedly exp_osed to more 

than one chemical at a time. 

Yet recent tests by the u.s. government have found hundreds of chemicals In the blood and 
urine of Americans. · · 
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In addition, many of these syn_thetk chemltals-go-into-products-sotd·tn stores. While the 
federal Consumer Product Safety tornrnisslon frequently takes action to prevent safety 
hazards In products, chemical toxicity hazards to consumers are far tess regulated. No pre­
market safety testing or approval has been required und.er.any federal law for·chemlcals in 
cosmetics, toys, clothing; carpe~ cir c;:onstructlon materials, to name just a few obvious 
sources of chemical expo$ure hi everyday life. ProductS like hair spray; hail:- dye, pacifiers, 
stain repellahts, .glues; and: ct,llidren~s ~oys have been put:· on the market, only to be found,. 
after decades of widespread· use, to contain toxic compounds at unsafe levels. · 

These dangerous products end up. all too often.' buried In landfillS or.burned In Incinerators 
In low-Income communities and commurittjes of color; These communities pay a very high , 
cost jn tetms of Increased levels of asthma. cancer; diabetes .. and so forth as a result of 
exposure to the toxins that ate In these products. This Issue of disposal addS an -additional 
urgency to the nee~ to flrid safer substitutes to the dangerous chemicals children, along 
with .the rest of us, are ·exposed to on a continual basis. · 

t would like to say a few words regarding·, HB 5121, ari Act Concerning revisions tn· the 
Environmental Justice Community Statue. · · · 

I am proud to announce that the current environmental j!Jstlce statue, pasted ln. 200.8, Is 
wor,klng very well. There are some ~echrilcal adjustm~nts and Improvements that 
Connectic;l,lt Coalftiori for Environmental Justice would support, but we would like the bill 
held this· year in ·light of the ·short legislative session .and the Importance of ttie chemlc_al 
reform bills to our membership. 

Thank yo!J for this opportunity to· testify • 
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