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March 1, 2012.

Testimony in Support of:

House Bill 5218, AN ACT CONCERNING TOXIC FIRE RETARDANTS IN
CHILDREN’S PRODUCTS

Dear Senator Gerratana, Representative Urban and honorable members of the Select
Committee on Children,

My name is Anne Hulick, RN, MS, JD and I am the Coordinator of the Coalition for a
Safe and Healthy Connecticut (CSHC). I am also a nurse with many years of experience
in environmental health. CSHC is a large coalition comprised of over fifty member
organizations of health professionals, environmental justice advocates, labor groups,
public health professionals, environmental experts, faith based groups, scientists and
many individuals across Connecticut that are concerned about the growing body of
research linking exposure to toxic chemicals with the rise in serious diseases. Toxic
chemical exposure during critical windows of fetal development and to young infants and
children is of particular concern.

Carcinogenic flame retardants have no place in children’s products! Chlorinated Tris
flame retardants, including TDCPP, TCEP and TCPP, are highly toxic chemicals added
to the polyurethane foam of many products. Their presence is particularly worrisome in
children’s products. TDCPP was banned from children’s pajamas in the 1970°s when it
was found to be mutagenic, meaning that it causes changes to DNA in the cells which can
lead to cancers of the kidneys, liver and testicles. It is also a hormone disruptor and a
neurotoxin. TCEP has been associated with increased cancers of the kidney, thyroid and
leukemia. TCPP has not been fully studied but is structurally similar to TDCPP and
TCEP.

Each of these chemicals off-gas and are commonly found in indoor air and in dust.
Research studies show exposure to these chemicals from indoor air and dust is
significant. Infants and young children have the highest exposures as they are often in
close proximity or in direct contact with the products containing the foam. Exposure to
these carcinogens at such a young age is particularly concerning as infants and young
children’s organs are still developing, even into adolescence.



Research also suggests that there is virtually no fire-safety benefit to the use of these
chemicals.! Rather, the decrease in smoking inside, fire-safe cigarettes and smoke
detectors are the reasons that fire-related deaths have diminished. In ignition tests, these
carcinogenic flame retardants delayed ignition for only 7-12 seconds. However, since it
is the foam and not the outer coating of fabric that is treated with these chemicals, the
fabric in these products will ignite anyway. Death or injury from fire is generally caused
by smoke inhalation and not direct contact with flames. The chemicals released from the
foam increase the toxicity of the smoke.

The Coalition for a Safe and Healthy Connecticut is very concerned about the rising
incidence of childhood cancers. Cancer is the second leading cause of death for children
under the age of twenty.? Leukemia, brain and other childhood cancers have increased by
more than 20% since 1975. While we are doing a better job of treating these serious
diseases and reducing mortality, a cancer diagnosis at any age, particularly in children, is
devastating. Any opportunity to reduce exposure to toxic carcinogens, particularly for
children, is critically important.

Thank you for this opportunity. We urge your support of HB 5218.
Sincerely,

Anne Hulick

Coalition for a Safe and Healthy Connecticut
645 Farmington Avenue, 3™ floor

Hartford, CT 06105

860-232-6232
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