Farmworkers and Latinx Families United
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Feb 11 , 2020
Chair Salinas, Vice Chairs Hayden and Nosse, members of the Committee
For the record, my name is Martha Sonato, Political Director at PCUN, Oregon’s
Farmworker Union.
On behalf of the 6,543 members of PCUN, I wish to express our full support for HB
4109, which would phase out the use of  chlorpyrifos in Oregon.
Farmworkers, tree planters and their families are the backbone of the $8 billion
agricultural and reforestation industries in Oregon. Farmworkers who toil to put food
on American tables do backbreaking work while working with dangerous chemicals
like chlorpyrifos.
Chlorpyrifos is a toxic, nerve agent pesticide originally developed as a chemical
weapon in WWII. There is a broad scientific consensus that babies and children
exposed to this chemical, including in utero, are at heightened risk of numerous
developmental delays, including damage to motor skills development, lower IQ,
attention deficit hyperactivity disorder (ADHD), and autism spectrum disorder.1
Children of farmworkers are at greatest risk, but studies have shown that pregnancies
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nearly a mile away may be affected by chlorpyrifos drift. Chlorpyrifos has also been
shown to damage human DNA,3 and has been linked to hormone-related cancers in
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adults, including breast, thyroid, and ovarian cancer. , , It is also known to harm the
environment and wildlife. People come in contact with the chemical through residues
on food, and drift from pesticide application.
And because pesticides can be carried home on work clothes and shoes and skin, it is
not just the workers who are exposed, but also their families and children.7
Such is the story of one of our farmworkers, Mizael, who works picking lettuce,
strawberries, broccoli and many other fruits and vegetables sprayed with chlorpyrifos.
In September of 2014, Mizael was diagnosed with a brain tumour. In 2008 it took two
surgeries for the tumor to be removed. He now has limited vision.
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In 2015, a major EPA review of all the available science on chlorpyrifos concluded
that all uses of chlorpyrifos result in unsafe levels of exposure to people who handle
chlorpyrifos and people who work in the areas where it is applied, even when they
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employ maximum personal protective equipment. This includes all uses on
Christmas trees, which continue to pose risks of concern to workers 30 days after
treatment.9,10 They also found that virtually all Americans receive unsafe chlorpyrifos
exposures from chemical residues on food. However, the EPA declined to act on the
recommendations of agency scientists, and the issue remains caught up in litigation.
Meanwhile there is a need for state action to protect the thousands of Oregon children,
farmworkers and all communities who are exposed to Chlorpyrifos directly and
indirectly.
In December, the Oregon Department of Agriculture convened a group of 12 folks to
review the uses of Chlorpyrifos. We did not know ODA was interested in proactively
pursuing mitigation measures relating to Chlorpyrifos. PCUN is part of this group and
while we commend the agency for being proactive, we also recognize that the
agencies’ scope is limited in regards to this issue. Mitigation measures are not enough
to protect all of our communities amidst mounting scientific and public health data
that outline the negative effects of chlorpyrifos. ODA has publicly recognized their
lack of technical expertise and staff capacity to evaluate the human health impacts of
chlorpyrifos, including in their official statements made at the first meeting of this
working group. ODA has not considered medical or epidemiological evidence on the
public health effects of chlorpyrifos in their consideration of technical strategies to
reduce exposure - a focus that is reflected in evidence that has been provided to the
working group. Given that human health is the primary cause for concern over
chlorpyrifos, it is paramount for the state of Oregon to take a strong stance in phasing
out chlorpyrifos through HB 4109.
These are not uncharted waters. Hawaii, California, New York, and the European
Union have already begun to phase out chlorpyrifos. Together, these jurisdiction
account for a geographical area and an agricultural economy many times the size of
Oregon’s, and produce many of the same crops that we do - including fruit, berries,
grass seed, hazelnuts, Christmas trees, and much else. I am confident that, with the
benefit of their experiences, Oregon can learn from their innovations and institute
strong and sound protections from Chlorpyrifos that will improve healthy beginnings
for our children and protect all of our communities.
I urge your support for HB 4109. Thank you for your time.
Martha Sonato, Political Director, PCUN
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