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Good Morning Senator Meyer, Representative Gentile and members of the Environment 

Committee:  

Thank you for the opportunity to testify today regarding Committee Bill No. 5480 An  

Act Requiring An Assessment of the Use of Certain Pesticides at the University of 

Connecticut Research Farm  
I have lived at 51 Storrs Heights Rd. in Storrs for 13 years and I retired from UConn 

three years ago after 29 years as a Professor of Psychology. I look back on my years at 

UConn with pride and joy. It was truly a privilege to be professor in such a fine 

Department at the University. And, I should point out that both of my daughters and one 

of my sons-in-law each have multiple degrees from UConn. In short, we are a UConn 

family and we truly appreciate all the wonderful things that UConn does. This does not 

mean, however, that we are blinded by our enthusiasm and therefore cannot see when 

UConn does not do the right thing, as is the case in the conduct of the Research Farm. 

I agree with my neighbors remarks before this Committee that our health and the health 

of our children vitally depend on the protection of our precious resource of water. With 

the recent infusion of $3 million of grant money for turf research, UConn’s Research 

Farm has been conducting experimental research on some 90 pesticides, herbicides, 

insecticides and fungicides. For the past several years, a group of neighbors representing 

the Storrs Heights Neighborhood Association have unsuccessfully requested many times 

for full disclosure of the chemicals being tested as well for regular testing of the wells on 

the farm within 50 feet or so of our property for the presence of any of these toxic 

chemicals.  

The response regarding full disclosure is that UConn cannot reveal the specific names of 

many (about 37) of the chemicals being applied because they fall under the rubric of 

“proprietary research” which means they are not subject to the Freedom of Information 

Act. Moreover, we were told to conduct testing on the full panoply of non-proprietary 

chemicals would cost around $200,000. This conflicts with what I was told by a 

Chemistry professor here at UConn who estimated the cost to be more like $2-3000. Such 

positioning leaves us in an impossible situation. We are at risk and we won’t even know 

when one or more of the toxic chemicals are invading our well water until one or more of 

us gets sick. Then, of course, it is too late! 

I should also add that the placement of a university experimental research farm in a 

neighborhood appears to be an anomaly. As far as I can tell for my examination on the 

web, we have the misfortune of being unique in this regard. For example, turf research at 

UMass at Amherst is done in a rural setting in Deerfield, MA. There are many other such 

examples. Moreover, when UConn was asked “Does UConn know if other state or 

private universities conduct similar research?” UConn responded by answering that it has 

“no direct knowledge of whether other universities conduct similar research, but 

considers it unlikely (OLR Research Report on the UConn Research Farm, December, 

2012. I believe it is attached to Rep. Haddad’s testimony). It is rather disquieting to 

realize that of the millions of dollars of research money being invested in turf research at 

universities in the USA and elsewhere, it appears that no one else is doing the kind of 



experimental research that is being conducted here at UConn. One wonders whether or 

not it might be related to the fact that UConn is willing to focus on proprietary research 

projects of some 37 toxic chemicals on its Research Farm. It is also disquieting to hear 

Dean Weidemann say (February 7, 2013, Hartford Advocate) regarding the lawn 

pesticide controversy that “We don’t address the toxicology side of that. We try to stay 

out of the debate about relative safety and risk.” Such “relative safety and risk” is at the 

heart of our concern in our Storrs Heights neighborhood that abuts the Experimental 

Research Farm.  

From the above, I hope I have lent some clarity to our need for disclosure and testing of 

wells for the wide variety of chemicals used. Unfortunately, however, in my opinion the 

current form of the Bill (Committee Bill No. 5480) appears to be less likely to involve 

disclosure and more complete water testing than the originally proposed Bill (Proposed 

Bill No. 5480). Just reading the title of each reveals the main difference between them 

(please read below). The Proposed Bill states that UConn would be required to do ground 

water testing and to disclose their use of pesticides, etc. Committee Bill No. 5480 states 

something substantially less than the Proposed Bill. Specifically, the Committee Bill only 

"requires an assessment [by DEEP] of the use of certain pesticides" at the farm, probably 

not the all important "proprietary pesticides." And, most importantly, unlike the Proposed 

Bill, there is no indication in the Committee Bill that UConn is required to disclose any 

of the pesticides it uses. Further, the "assessment" proposed in the Committee Bill is 

focused on 1) "procedures for storage and application;" 2) "protocols used to ensure the 

safe application of pesticides," including EPA permits as well as DEEP oversight of the 

applications which UConn claims it already has in place; and 3) "an evaluation of the 

water testing regimen... [including] the types of pesticides identified by such testing." 

But, no mention is made in this bill of requiring UConn to include in their testing 

regimen a more extensive list of pesticides than they currently do include (about 10 of 90 

chemicals applied to the soil). While I fully support the overall language and substance of 

Proposed Bill No. 5480 and the apparent intent of the Committee Bill as expressed in 

Representative Haddad’s testimony to your Committee, I cannot currently support the 

Committee Bill No. 5480 as it is now written. 

General Assembly   Proposed Bill No. 5480   

January Session, 2013   LCO No. 1300 

   
Referred to Committee on ENVIRONMENT   

Introduced by:   

REP. HADDAD, 54
th

 Dist 

AN ACT REQUIRING GROUNDWATER TESTING AND THE DISCLOSURE OF PESTICIDE USE AT 
STATE-OWNED AGRICULTURAL RESEARCH FIELDS. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives in General Assembly convened: 

That the general statutes be amended to require groundwater and residential drinking water testing and the 
disclosure of pesticide, fungicide and herbicide use at state-owned agricultural research fields. 

Statement of Purpose: 

To assure that the use of pesticides, fungicides and herbicides at state-owned agricultural research fields 
does not negatively impact water quality in the surrounding area. 



General Assembly   Committee Bill No. 5480 

January Session, 2013   LCO No. 3983 

  *03983HB05480ENV* 

Referred to Committee on ENVIRONMENT   

Introduced by:   

(ENV) 

AN ACT REQUIRING AN ASSESSMENT OF THE USE OF CERTAIN PESTICIDES AT THE UNIVERSITY 
OF CONNECTICUT RESEARCH FARM. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives in General Assembly convened: 

Section 1. (NEW) (Effective from passage) (a) Not later than October 31, 2013, the Departments of Energy 

and Environmental Protection and Public Health shall conduct an assessment of the practices employed at 
The University of Connecticut Research Farm. Such assessment shall include, but need not be limited to: 
(1) An examination of the procedures for the storage and application of pesticides on said farm, (2) a review 
of the protocols used to ensure the safe application of pesticides, including, but not limited to, any pesticide 
that requires an experimental use permit issued by the United States Environmental Protection Agency, and 
(3) an evaluation of the water testing regimen at said farm, including, but not limited to, a review of the 
timing, locations and types of such testing, the number of wells subject to such testing and the types of 
pesticides identified by such testing. 

(b) Not later than February 1, 2014, the Departments of Energy and Environmental Protection and Public 
Health shall submit to the joint standing committee of the General Assembly having cognizance of matters 
relating to the environment any recommendations for legislation or revised practices at said farm that the 
departments determine are necessary as a result of the assessment conducted pursuant to subsection (a) of 
this section. 

  


