Testimony Opposing HB6915
Members of the Environmental committee,

My name is Lance Trovato of the Connecticut Pest Control Association, and I am writing
testimony today to voice my strong opposition to HB6915, a bill that, while well-intentioned,
will have devastating consequences for public health, food safety, and the pest control industry.
As a licensed professional with nearly 20 years in the field, I want to highlight the critical issues
with this legislation and why it fails to accomplish its intended goals.

Rodent Control is Essential to Public Health

Rodents are known carriers of diseases, bacteria, and viruses that pose serious threats to human
health. Pest control professionals work under strict regulations to mitigate these risks, yet
HB6915 threatens to remove essential tools that allow us to do our jobs effectively. Without
proper rodent control methods, the public—especially low-income households—will bear the
brunt of the negative impact.

Rodenticides and Professional Use

There are only three supply houses in Connecticut that provide professional-grade pest control
products, while hundreds of hardware and agricultural stores sell rodent control products to the
general public. If lawmakers are truly concerned about misuse, they should be focusing on
regulating over-the-counter availability, not restricting licensed professionals who are trained in
safe application.

Avian Flu and the Real Threat to Birds

Current research is suggesting that Avian Flu, not rodenticides, may be significant a factor
for bird population declines. In fact, rodents themselves may contribute to the spread of Avian
Flu:

o Chickens are already affected by the HSN1 strain.

o Rats actively feed on chickens, further spreading the disease.

o Egg production has already dropped, impacting the food supply.

o The Connecticut Department of Agriculture has issued bulletins urging facilities to
keep rodents out of areas where chickens are housed.

Eliminating effective rodent control will increase the rodent population, making disease
outbreaks among poultry and wildlife worse, not better. SGAR’s have been around since the
mid 1970’s and there is strong evidence provided by Audubon societies that indicate bird
populations are holding steady and, in many cases, have significantly increased. For example,
Bald eagle populations have experienced a remarkable resurgence over the past few decades. In
1963, the lower 48 states recorded only 417 known nesting pairs, a stark contrast to the estimated
316,700 individual bald eagles and 71,400 nesting pairs reported in 2019.



HB6915 Hurts Low-Income Families

Rodent infestations disproportionately impact lower-income households, many of which cannot
afford the extensive modifications required for exclusion methods. This bill assumes that
exclusion alone is a viable alternative when, in reality, some homes cannot be effectively sealed
off from rodent entry due to structural limitations. Large homes and homes with additions are
especially difficult to exclude. The uniqueness of the construction makes for many pathways for
rodents to travel.

Rodent Birth Control is an Unworkable Solution

One of the proposed "solutions" I’ve heard in the past is rodent birth control, which is ineffective
and impractical:

e Mice treated with birth control still live in homes indefinitely, contaminating surfaces,
food, and air quality.

e There is no immediate way to know whether the product is working.

o If complete exclusion is impossible, new generations will continuously enter the
structure, keeping the infestation ongoing.

Physical Limitations of Alternative Methods

e Snap traps and glue boards are impractical in certain areas such as tight spaces like
sill plates or inside vehicles like RVs.

e Snap traps and glueboards cannot be used around kids and pets! Stations designed
to house and cover snaptraps or glueboards are not effective in catching rodents. Mice
and rats have whiskers called vibrissae, which allow them to sense the objects around
them preventing many captures.

e Snap traps require constant maintenance. If a home or business only receives pest
control service once a month or once a quarter, snap traps are useless after a single
activation.

o In some cases, frequent service visits would be required weekly, which is financially
unfeasible for many households and businesses.

The Bill Fails to Address Species-Specific Rodent Behavior
This legislation does not take into account that not all rodents behave the same way:

o House mice live their entire lives inside structures and are not "picked off" by
predators outdoors.

o Exclusion does not work for house mice because they are already thriving inside
buildings.

e  Multi-unit buildings like apartments, malls, and warehouses are breeding grounds
for house mice, making rodent control essential for public health.

o Exclusion will not prevent these mice infestations.



Conflicting Information & Issues with the Bill

The bill contradicts itself by prohibiting SGARs while still allowing their use in multiple critical
areas, including public health emergencies, water supply protection, medical waste facilities, and
agricultural sites like food warehouses, slaughterhouses, and breweries. If these rodenticides
are deemed too dangerous for general use, why are they still permitted in such vital
locations? This inconsistency suggests that lawmakers themselves recognize the necessity of
SGARs for effective rodent control.

Furthermore, SGARs remain a crucial tool in urban areas and commercial properties, where
infestations pose significant health risks. The bill offers no viable alternatives, instead relying on
vague "nonchemical alternatives" that lack proven efficacy. Without effective rodent control, the
spread of diseases such as Leptospirosis, Salmonella, and Hantavirus will increase, endangering
public health.

Economic Impact on Businesses & Agriculture

Businesses that depend on SGARs—including restaurants, grocery stores, and food production
facilities—will face increased costs as they are forced to transition to less effective or more
expensive alternatives. Small businesses and pest control companies will struggle with
compliance, while the agricultural sector faces a confusing regulatory environment that could
disrupt essential pest management practices.

Burden on the Department of Energy and Environmental Protection (DEEP)

HB6915 assigns regulatory oversight to DEEP, increasing bureaucracy and making enforcement
both complex and costly. The bill allows for multiple exceptions in public health, agriculture,
and conservation efforts, further complicating its implementation and effectiveness.

Lack of Scientific Justification & Transition Plan

The assumption that banning SGARs will improve raptor health is unsupported by Connecticut-
specific data. Many non-target wildlife deaths result from habitat loss, vehicle collisions, and
other pesticides, making it unclear how this ban would achieve its intended environmental
benefits. Additionally, the bill sets a strict ban date of October 1, 2025, without offering a
transition plan for businesses and municipalities that rely on SGARs.

Conclusion: HB6915 is Misguided and Harmful

HB6915 is an overreach that restricts licensed professionals while ignoring the real causes of
bird population declines and disease spread. It disproportionately harms low-income families,
makes rodent control less effective, and fails to consider the biological realities of rodent
infestations. If lawmakers are serious about protecting wildlife and public health, they should
engage with industry professionals to craft evidence-based solutions rather than imposing
blanket bans that do more harm than good.



I urge you to oppose HB6915 and instead work toward practical, science-backed policies that
truly protect both human and environmental health.

Thank you for your time and consideration.
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