
EPA plans temporary ban of 66 pesticides

Agency to study effects of chemicals on red-legged frogs.
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WASHINGTON — The California red-legged frog could breathe a little easier under new pesticide rules now in the
works.

It's also going to get a little more famous.

Facing legal pressure, the Environmental Protection Agency is proposing to temporarily restrict the use of 66 popular
pesticides in habitats favored by the red-legged frog. The limits will remain until the agency learns more about the
potential harm caused by each pesticide.

"This says, don't pour chemicals on frogs until we have a chance to see what it does to them," said Brent Plater, an
attorney with the Center for Biological Diversity.

Plater, who recently joined the faculty of Golden Gate University School of Law in San Francisco, helped
environmentalists in a lawsuit challenging how the Bush administration regulates pesticides. In a proposed new
settlement, now open for public comment through next week, the administration is agreeing to make amends.

The temporary pesticide restrictions would cover some 450,000 acres in California designated as critical habitat for the
red-legged frog. 

This sprawls over 20 counties, including portions of Nevada, Kern, Merced and El Dorado counties.

A number of Northern California ponds, both natural and manmade, and other aquatic areas outside of the frog's
designated critical habitat also would be covered.

The 66 regulated chemicals span a wide range that includes farmer favorites such as atrazine, captan and malathion.

"There is enormous evidence correlating these 66 pesticides with the decline of the frog in places they call home," Plater
said. "These are not benign chemicals. They are designed to kill."

Farmers, though, consider the chemicals to be extraordinarily valuable. Metam sodium, for instance, is one of the 66
covered chemicals. In 2004, it was the third most heavily used farm chemical in the state, with more than 14 million
pounds applied statewide. 

"We're awaiting a legal analysis of the proposed settlement," said Richard Cornett, communications director for the
Sacramento-based Western Plant Health Association.

The organization represents pesticide and fertilizer companies and played a role in the lawsuit. The industry's stated
position in the lawsuit was that the chemicals did not harm the frog habitat.

The proposed pesticide bans will be in place for up to three years, while the EPA rigorously examines each chemical and
the effect it will have on the red-legged frog. The studies could include consultations with Fish and Wildlife Service
officials. Permanent restrictions are possible if the studies show the chemicals do hurt the frog.

The EPA also has agreed to publish a bilingual brochure spelling out in English and Spanish potential dangers to the
red-legged frog. 

Thousands will be distributed to pesticide applicators, extension agents and state officials, spotlighting the amphibian
considered the inspiration for Mark Twain's story "The Celebrated Jumping Frog of Calaveras County."

"A prominent graphic of the California red-legged frog must also be included on the cover of the brochure," a new
settlement agreement states.

Until now, the Bush administration has insisted it simply didn't know how the chemicals affected the frog.



"Federal [officials] maintain that they cannot determine the effects of the 66 chemicals on the California red-legged frog, if
any, and define any appropriate protective measures, if any, until they have completed further scientific analyses," the new
agreement states.

Nonetheless, a federal judge last September concluded there was "significant scientific evidence demonstrating potential
adverse effects to the frog" from dozens of pesticides. The ruling by U.S. District Judge Jeffrey White of San Francisco, an
appointee of President Bush's, incited negotiations among the various parties.

The proposed pesticide ban would not extend to weed control or a number of other specified applications, such as use of
the chemicals on indoor house plants. 

The reporter can be reached at mdoyle@mcclatchydc.com or (202) 383-0006. 
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