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AMENDMENT DATE: September 2,2005- . BILL NUMBER: AB405 _
. RECOMMENDATION: Veto .- o . 'AUTHOR:. C. Montanez =~
SPONSOR: California Safe Schools ST ' T
ASSEMBLY: a3
SENATE:. . 214
BILL SUMMARY: Schools: Peaticide Uss
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justification for banning the use of thepashcmm 100ls.-Moreover, ali pesticides must receive.. -
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OPRf it is ikely to have unmitigated adverse effects on human health. (DPR advises they
recommended a veto of this bill beczuse it is unnecessary. ) '

' This bill's restrictions appear to excesd existing statutory policy for use of pesticides in schools. Current
policy, per the Healthy Schools Ant of ~ o0 {ECS Seciion 17608, et. seq.), encourages least toxic pest
management praciices, provides for annua: parent notifications, and warning signs for application of all
pesticides used in schools. Since, there is no evidence of unacceptable toxicity to human heuith with
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@ SUGGESTED VETC MESSAGE @

AB 4058
«ag amanged September 2 2605)
I am returning Assembly Bifl No. 405 witncut my signature.

While i agree that Caliiomia’s schoot chiidren shouid not pe exposed to harmful pesticides, t's billis
unnecessary. All pasticides must undergo a morough scientific review by the California Department of
Pesticide Regulation to ensure thsre a"e no poentigl human heaith of environmental effects before they can
be sold in California. By prohibitng certa:n pesticides from bemng Jsed on school sites, this biit would
unnecessarily limit districts’ opltions. may increase the cost of suthorized pesticides and dnive other local
administrative costs to schools, a2nd impcss additiona! regulatory costs on the Depaitment of Pasticide
Regulation.

For these reasons, | am unable {o sign thus ox




