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right, dying from pesticide exposure, of cancers, dying because of birth defects, dying because our
population's health is immediately threatened. We are told that pesticide uses are creating more
spontaneous abortions and dooming our future generations from mutations. That is what you would be led
to believe if you were a member of the public reading the newspaper articles or seeing the TV shows
that you or [ are exposed te.

The truth is something else. The truth is that 1ife expectancy in these United States continues
to increase. The truth is there is no cancer epidemic {all cancer rates, except for lung cancer, are
in decline or stable in the United States of America) and that's based on 50 years of data. But the
fact is that we have to deal with public perception, because perception is truth. It is what the public
perceives that we must come to grips with. And, what the public perceives is that you and I are out
poisoning America today. We kmow that's not true, we know that's not fact. But God bless the poor
public, they don't have a chance to know otherwise.

Two and a half years ago, I made a presentation before the Second Annual Symposium on Dioxin. It
was a symposium composed of the worlid's foremost experts with that particular chemical. It was held in
Washington, D.C. I got up and I gave a speech and I said, "Folks, if you don't get off your rear ends
and start telting people the truth, you're going to condemn the public to an emotional, fear-wrought
paranoia and hysteria about their exposure to various chemicals in the United States of America and
around the world.

I nearly got skewered by some in the audience because those scientists said,’ "That is not our
task.™ So now we watch moon-suited EPA'ers in Times Beach, Missouri, and the impression left with the
public is not what's Justified: That what we deal with is so very dangerous that you have to be dressed
up like you're going into outer space 7f, in fact, you want to expose yourself to the chemicals we use.
And, dioxins get linked to pesticides. It's that simple.

Folks, the public doesn't remember anymore what you people do for us. They've forgotten the
diseases you control, they've forgotten that you bring us food that is safe to eat, they've forgotten
that you're the people that allow restaurants to meet sanitary codes, they've forgotten that we can
walk into a doctor's office or a hospital and not be fearful of walking out with a secondary infection
because hospitals and doctors have learned to use pesticides wisely to prevent disease.

Those are the things we need to talk to people about. We need to remind the homeowner that the
headlice breakout in their school is prevented by pesticides. We need to remind the regular folks that
the reason they enjoy their environment, in their home and in their yard, is because they have pesticides
available to control the very things that we rebel against. And, until we do that, our tocols are going
to be taken away.

Now, if you don't think that's happening, please give it another thought. Ccngress is considering
Harpers Ferry. If you've never heard of it, John Brown knows about it, but our Harpers Ferry Bill,
HB 3818, will so radically change the registration and re-registration of pesticides that no manufactur-
er, none, would be able to meet the new registration requirements. MNot one! The Tanguage of that bill
says that to register a2 pesticide, we have to do behavioral testing.

I debated the author of that bill down in Texas a few months ago. I looked at Tom and I said,
“Tom, what in the world is behavioral testing? Does that mean if we've got memtal impairments or
education impairments or a mental slowness or a speaking disability, that these are the behavioral
effects we've got to test?" He said something to the effect that, “that sounds good to me!"

The point is they've written language into a bill that is so vague that no one knows what it means.
But we do know it can and will be used to tie up the system forever. That will be the end of pesticides,

There are 80,000 municipalities in the United States. Local government wants to get into the act
of registering and controlling the use of pesticides. Name one manufacturer of our chemical tools that
will try to meet B0,000 different registration dictates. But, that’s exactly what's happening in
Montgomery, Maryland; Surfside, Florida; Wauconda, ITlinois; Clatsop County, Oregon; Mendocino County,
California (they're before the Supreme Court right now trying to decide the question of who has regula-
tory authority).

The courts of this country, woe be to them, are also being faced with the question, "What can we
do with pesticides?"

T regard this question as my profession's Full Employment Act of 1984, because the fact of the
matter is that you can sue and sue and sue on pesticides and never exhaust the legal possibilities you
have, Last Thursday in a federal district court in the State of Oregon, all herbicides were banned
from further use by the United States Forest Service and the Bureau of Land Management in the States of
Oregon and Washington. Every use was banned from roadside vegetation management to progeny sites to
test sites. Every use! Noxious weed contyol, specifically said the court, will be prohibited until a
worst case analysis is done by the federal government under the National Environmental Policy Act.

Do you know what the worst case analysis has to be? When it comes to the chemical 2,4-D, not a
proven carcinogen, you must assume it is a carcinogen and then extrapolate the number of cancers Fhat
will be created fn the United States by the use of 2,4-D before we can go ahead and use that chemical.








