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Honorable Nick Schultz
Assemblymember
California State Assembly
1021 N Street
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Assemblymember Schultz,

The Environmental Working Group, Californians for Pesticide Reform, Pesticide Action &
Agroecology Network, and Center for Environmental Health are pleased to co-sponsor your bill,
Assembly Bill 1603, which would address the state’s rampant perfluoroalkyl and polyfluoroalkyl
substances (“PFAS”) pesticide usage by phasing out the use of these pesticides between 2027
and 2035, and enacting health-protective restrictions in the interim. More specifically, the bill
would require achievement of the following milestones for active or inert PFAS pesticides:

Beginning in 2027, prohibit any new state approvals of PFAS pesticides.
Beginning in 2028, require transparency and public notification on the use of PFAS
pesticides.

e Beginning in 2030, prohibit the use, sale, and manufacture of 23 PFAS pesticides already
banned by the EU.

e Beginning in 2035, prohibit the use, sale, and manufacture of PFAS pesticides.

The dangers of PFAS are notorious. PFAS chemicals do not break down in our environment, and
many build up in blood and organs. Exposure to PFAS has been estimated to contribute to nearly



seven thousand cancer diagnoses each year.! Very low doses of PFAS in drinking water have
been linked to the suppression of the immune system and are associated with an elevated risk of
increased cholesterol, reproductive and developmental harms, and other serious health concerns.

PFAS have been found in approximately 45% of the nation’s drinking water.” Communities that
were exposed to PFAS-contaminated drinking water at levels exceeding the recommended limit
have suffered from increased rates of mouth and throat cancer, and cancers of the respiratory,
endocrine, and digestive systems.® Untreated wastewater jeopardizes the health of farmers,
surrounding communities of wastewater irrigation, and consumers of food grown in
contaminated soil.*

For most people, food and drinking water are the primary routes of exposure to PFAS. So the use
of these chemicals in agriculture is especially concerning.” PFAS pesticides — herbicides,
insecticides and fungicides — are widely used across the state’s most productive farmland and on
the state’s most lucrative and popular crops, such as almonds, pistachios, wine grapes, and
tomatoes. This use is contaminating produce, affecting soil and drinking water, and potentially
exposing millions of Californians to hazardous chemicals that never break down in the
environment. Farmworkers, farmers, and communities near fields where these pesticides are used
are especially at risk of exposure, and public agencies will have to spend billions of ratepayer
and taxpayer dollars to remove migrating PFAS from drinking water.

Every year, California agricultural fields are sprayed with an average of 2.5 million pounds of
pesticides identified as the toxic “forever chemicals” known as PFAS. Between 2018 to 2023,
fifteen million pounds of these PFAS pesticides were applied across 58 counties, with the
heaviest use occurring in Fresno, Kern, San Joaquin, and Imperial counties.® Almost 40% of
non-organic fruits and vegetables grown in California — which supplies more than half the
nation’s produce — had residues of PFAS, an Environmental Working Group analysis found.”

In response to increasing concerns about the use of PFAS pesticides, states and other nations
have been taking action. Maine enacted the first statewide ban on PFAS pesticides, which goes
into effect in 2030, and Minnesota passed a broad ban on uses of PFAS, including PFAS in
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pesticides, that will phase out nonessential PFAS uses by 2032. In addition, Denmark banned six
PFAS pesticide ingredients in July 2025, and the European Union has disallowed 23 PFAS
pesticides, including bifenthrin and trifluralin, which are among the most frequently applied
PFAS pesticides in California.

Alternatives to PFAS pesticides and sustainable alternative practices are available to use on
crops. Every crop grown in California using PFAS pesticides is also grown organically, and
without PFAS pesticides. California, however, has not taken action to address pesticides made
with PFAS — despite the state being among the biggest users of them. Concerningly, the EU has
prohibited the use of 23 PFAS pesticides that California still allows, despite the fact that growers
in the EU have identified alternatives to those pesticides. The state’s inaction is costly: the
Natural Resources Defense Council estimates that the health care costs of PFAS exposure in
California “are likely to cost billions of dollars unless swift and comprehensive actions are taken
to reduce Californians’ exposure.”

AB 1603 would address the state’s PFAS pesticide problem by phasing out the use of PFAS
pesticides, and require transparency for the duration their use is allowed. The use of PFAS
pesticides is too pervasive and the health effects are too severe to wait to take action. The state
must move swiftly to protect Californians and every person out of state who consumes California
produce contaminated with PFAS pesticides.

Thank you for authoring AB 1603. We look forward to working with you to secure its passage.

Respectfully,

Susan Little Sakereh Maskal

California Legislative Director Policy and Advocacy Lead

Environmental Working Group Pesticide Action and Agroecology Network
Sarah Aird, Esq. Sarah Erlich, Esq.

Policy Director Policy Director

Californians for Pesticide Reform Center for Environmental Health

cc: Assembly Environmental Safety and Toxic Materials Committee
1020 N Street, Room 171, Sacramento, CA 95814
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