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The Connecticut Council of Small Towns (COST) opposes HB-5121, An Act Concerning Municipal
Preemption of Pesticides & Organize Pesticides on School Grounds.

COST has heard from numerous towns throughout Connecticut whose athletic fields, fence lines and
school grounds simply cannot be maintained adequately and safely due to the restrictions on the use of
Integrated Pest Management Plans.

According to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Integrated Pest Management (IPM) is “an
effective and environmentally sensitive approach to pest management that relies on a combination of
common-sense practices. IPM programs use current, comprehensive information on the life cycles of
pests and their interaction with the environment. This information, in combination with available pest
control methods, is used to manage pest damage by the most economical means, and with the least
possible hazard to people, property, and the environment.”

Under IPM, no action is taken to control pests or weeds until certain action thresholds are met, including
determining whether insects, weeds or other living organisms are truly harmful. Many such organisms
are innocuous or even beneficial. IMP also focuses on prevention, planting pest-resistant bushes, etc.,
which can be very effective and present little to no risk to people or the environment. This monitoring and
identification removes the possibility that pesticides will be used when they are not really needed or that
the wrong kind of pesticide will be used.

COST is therefore concerned that while HB-5121 allows towns to ban certain pesticides it fails to allow
towns to use Integrated Pest Management Plans to ensure that towns have the flexibility to control pests,
many of which have been identified as allergy and/or asthma triggers or which render playing fields
unsafe.
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