June 16, 2020
Via electronic mail
The Honorable Roger Wicker
Chairman
Committee on Commerce, Science,
and Transportation
United States Senate
555 Dirksen Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510

The Honorable Maria Cantwell
Ranking Member
Committee, on Commerce, Science
and Transportation
United States Senate
511 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510

RE: National PFAS Contamination Coalition OPPOSES Nancy Beck Nomination To Chair
Consumer Product Safety Commission
Dear Chairman Wicker and Ranking Member Cantwell:
We, the undersigned community group leaders, are writing to express our strong opposition to
the nomination of Nancy Beck to Chair the Consumer Product Safety Commission (CPSC). We
are members of the National PFAS Contamination Coalition1. Our membership represents over
30 grassroots community groups in 21 states fighting PFAS chemical pollution in our air, soil,
water, food, and from occupational exposures.
For decades, many residents in our communities have been overexposed to PFAS chemicals. We
call PFAS “forever chemicals” because that’s what they do--they live forever, never breaking
down. This dangerous forever chemistry bioaccumulates in our bodies2 and in our environment.
For too long, the health and safety of our families have been disregarded. We are seeing major
diseases and illnesses in people far too young in our communities. Many in our group have
visited Congress on numerous occasions testifying about our personal heartaches, our illnesses,
and our fears because of these forever chemical exposures.
As you know, the CPSC is the federal agency responsible for protecting the public against
dangers associated with consumer products including toys, children’s products, home
furnishings, cleaning supplies, cookware, and some tools and building materials. We rely on this
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agency to protect our health and our children’s health from unnecessary toxic exposures. That’s
why it concerned us to learn Nancy Beck is best known for her long career of opposing health
protections from dangerous toxic chemicals, including her time as an official for the largest trade
association of chemical manufacturers. For the past three years, Beck has headed EPA’s
“Chemical Safety” office, and she is currently leading the Trump administration’s policies on
PFAS.
As organizations and individuals whose families and communities have been directly harmed by
PFAS chemicals in our drinking water, food supply, the very air we breathe, occupational
exposures and consumer products, we judge her suitability as a nominee by her record of action
(or inaction) to address the nation’s burgeoning PFAS contamination crisis. Unfortunately, her
record is one of failure rather than one of action and urgency.
While directing EPA’s Chemical Safety office, Nancy Beck has failed to use her authority to
address PFAS contamination, and she has undermined efforts to strengthen protections from
these harmful toxic chemicals.
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•

Nancy Beck’s first actions after arriving at EPA were to rewrite rules under the
Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA) to prevent consideration of the harm
caused by PFAS in drinking water or polluted air.34

•

Beck never required chemical manufacturers to disclose information about PFAS,
including how much was produced, how and where it was disposed of, and how
many workers and people were exposed. Finally, Congress stepped in and ordered
the EPA to gather the information.

•

Beck never required industry dischargers to report their releases of PFAS into our
air, water or land. Finally, Congress stepped in and ordered EPA to gather the
information.

•

Beck failed to require notice of potential new uses of PFAS in consumer
products. Finally, Congress stepped in and ordered EPA to act. Beck then
pressed EPA to adopt the weakest approach she could get away with5, meaning
more of our loved ones will be exposed to PFAS.

•

Beck failed to ban, or even temporarily postpone, the introduction of any new
PFAS into the marketplace (and into the environment and our bodies). Instead,
when the House was considering bipartisan legislation to postpone the approval of

Lipton, E. (2017, October 21). Why Has the E.P.A. Shifted on Toxic Chemicals? An Industry Insider Helps Call
the Shots. The New York Times. https://www.nytimes.com/2017/10/21/us/trump-epa-chemicals-regulations.html
4
Lipton, E. (2019, February 12). How the Trump Administration Pulled Back on Regulating Toxic Chemicals. Yale
Environment 360. https://e360.yale.edu/features/how-trump-administration-has-pulled-back-on-regulating-toxicchemicals. (“The changes [Beck] ordered reflected arguments, almost word for word, that she had pushed as an
industry advocate. She engineered these changes over the strong objection of long-time EPA professional staff.”)
5
Snider, A. (2018, May 14). White House E.P.A., Headed Off Chemical Pollution Study. Politico.
https://www.politico.com/story/2018/05/14/emails-white-house-interfered-with-science-study-536950

any new PFAS for five years, Beck helped issue a statement from the White
House threatening to veto the bill (it passed anyway).
•

Beck failed to issue a single order requiring toxicity testing of PFAS, despite the
Administration’s claims that it needs more information about PFAS before it can
restrict their use or set safety standards.

•

Beck worked with White House staff to suppress a CDC report showing EPA’s
existing health standards for toxic PFAS chemicals are too weak to protect our
families. The White House was concerned that the report would be a “public
relations nightmare.”6

The CPSC has jurisdiction over numerous consumer products that may contain PFAS, including
cookware, carpets, raingear, and footwear. Beck’s record at the EPA and the White House amply
demonstrates her total lack of commitment to addressing the PFAS crisis and should disqualify
her for consideration to be the next Chair of the CPSC.
Unfortunately, Nancy Beck’s deeply problematic record isn’t limited to undermining efforts to
address the PFAS crisis. She has blocked numerous efforts to protect the public from cancercausing and brain-damaging chemicals, demonstrating her unfitness to lead an Agency charged
with protecting our nation’s children.
Most notably, Nancy Beck has:
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•

Withheld needed protection for children, workers and rural communities by
blocking the proposed ban on the brain-damaging pesticide chlorpyrifos.7

•

Rejected needed protection for children by refusing to ban the use of a braindamaging pesticide (TCVP) in pet products including flea collars and shampoos.

•

Blocked proposed rules8 for protecting workers, consumers and children from
TCE which is linked to cancer, fetal heart defects, liver and kidney toxicity and
harm to the immune system.

•

Refused to consider exposure to contaminated drinking water as a factor in
determining whether to impose restrictions or set safety standards for 1,4
dioxane.9
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•

Delayed children’s protections for lead by failing to update the hazard standard
for lead paint – contrary to a federal court order.

The last thing that our communities need is Nancy Beck as Chair of the Consumer Product
Safety Commission. Our children and family’s health should be protected, not sacrificed. We
strongly urge you to oppose her nomination.
Signed,
Linda Shosie
Tucson, Arizona
Environmental Justice Task Force- Tucson

Anthony Spaniola
Oscada, Mighigan
Need Our Water (NOW)

Eric Weiner
Windsor, Connecticut
Clean Water Task Force @ Windsor
Climate Action

Diane and Paul Cotter
Rindge, New Hampshire
Your Turnout Gear and PFOA

Stel Bailey
Cocoa, Florida
Fight For Zero
Lindsey Duhe
Pensacola, Florida
Saufley Field Community
Lynn Sprayberry
Summerville, Georgia
Chattooga County
Susan Phelan
West Barnstable, Massachusett
GreenCAPE
Ryan Riley
Salem, Massachusett
Your Turnout Gear and PFOA
Arnie Leirche
Oscada, Mighigan
Wurtsmith Restoration Advisory Board
Community Co-chair

Laurene Allen
Merrimack, New Hampshire
Merrimack Citizens for Clean Water
Andrea Amico
Portsmouth, New Hampshire
Testing for Pease
Loreen Hackett
Hoosick Falls, New York
PfoaProjectNY
Jack Caldwell
New Windsor, New York
Quassiack Creek Watershed Alliance
Emily Donovan
Wilmington, North Carolina
Clean Cape Fear
Katie Bryant
Pittsboro, North Carolina
Clean Haw River

Hope Grosse
Joanne Stanton
Bucks and Montgomery Counties,
Pennsylvania
Buxmont Coalition for Safer Water
Kevin Ferrara
Lock Haven, Pennsylvania
Retired USAF Firefighter

Cheryl Cail
Myrtle Beach, South Carolina
SC Idle No More
Shaina Kasper
Montpelier, Vermont
Toxics Action Center
John Cranmer
Gillette, Wyoming
USAF Firefighter

