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In the Matter of:

A. Relating to PR Notice 71-1 issued January 15, 1971 in re DDT-

I.F.&R. I.F.&R.

No. Petitioner No. Peatitioner
63 Stevens Industries, Inc. 87 Thompson-Hayward Chemical Co.
64 W. R. Grace & Company 88 Meherrin Agricultural & Chem. Co.
66 Cotton States Chemical Co. B9 Triangle Chemical Company
70 Woolfolk Chemical Works, Ltd. 90 Carolina Chemicals, Inc.
71 Octagon Process, Inc. 91 Southern Agric. Chemicals, Inc.
73 Micro Chemical Co., Inc. 92 Helena Chemical Company
74  Cleveland Chemical Co. 93 Kailser Agricultural Chemicals
75 Coahoma Chemical Co., Inc. 96 Wyco, Inc.
77 Helena Chemical Co. 100 Valley Chemical Co.
78 Howerton Gowen Chemicals, Inc. 101 0©Olin Corporatiom
80 Cotton Producers Assoc, 102 Borden, Inc.
82 Daly-Herring Co. 103 FRiversidce Industries
83 Parramore & Griffin Co., Inc. 105 USDA (Ylant Protection Div.)
84 Staple Cotton Services Assoc. 106 The Wallerstein Company
85 Standard Spray & Chem. Co. 107 Planters Chemical Company
86 FCX, Inc. 148 Riverside Industries

B. Relating to PR. Notice 71-3 issued March 12, 1971 in re TDE-

I.F.&R. No. 209 Olin Corporation

C. Relating to PR Notice 71-5 issued March 18, 1971 in re TDE-

.R.&R. No. 121 Helena Chemical Company

+&R. No. 149 Stark Bro's Nurseries and Orchards Co.
.&R. No. 184 Olin Corporatiom

.&R. No. 210 Borden, Imc.

I.R
IL.F
i.F
I.F

K D. Intervenors

The Secretary of Agriculture

I.F.&R. No. 97 H. P, Cannon & Son, Incorporated
I.F.&R. No. 223 Eli Lilly and Company

National Agricultural Chemical Association

Environmental Defens: Fund, National Audubon Society, Sierra Gluﬁ and West Michigan
Environmental Action Council
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Washington, D.C. 20006

For Intervenor H. P. Cannon
& Son, Inc. — Richard Morey, Rsquire
Edward Dunkelberger, Esquire
Covington & Burling
888 16th Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006

For Intervenor Eli Lilly &
Company == Harry M. Hubble, Esquire
307 E. McCarty Street
Indianapolis, IN 46206
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s  CONGLUSIOSS OF LAW

Hased upon the evidence and the Findinge of Fact In this ¢ase, 1
make the following Conclusions of Law:

1. Under the Act, its implementations, the governing rules of
prac;ice. and other laws applicable, this Hearing Exéginer has juris-
diction over the subject matter and the parties to this proceeding.

2. The intervenors were accorded and exercised all rights
cmunensurate.uéih the full requirements of their participation herein.

o i 3.- The r?gl.utnl:iqnn 1nvoivai .hera were properly issued under
the Act. |
&, Haticen of Cancellltinn identified as PR Ho;icea 71-i, 7v-7
and ?1-5 were. prnperhr issued under the Act on the datea stated q 6
I\ and they applied to the regintratinnu hurein.
S. The Patitionet- neuunlhly filed objections to the perti n
mticu of umellatinn md uqm:ed a pul:lic hearing.

e Th& qumtul of proof herein ia the prepondennce of the

mrid ence.

The lnhela 1nwl.vld h:u.tn lre :I.n :ubnl:nntial co-nplisnce wi.th

iyt

A the .M:I‘.. ;

e s

: DI‘.IT ﬂt ,ufftrad under the teghtrhtinnu 1nvn1vad herein 15 not

mcihu;enic_l!gl.rrd':_t uu
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'11." The uses of DDT u;der the registrationa involved here do

not have a deleterious effect on freshwater fish, eat;arine organisms,
wild birds, or other wildlife.

12, The adverse effect on beneficial animals from the use of
DﬁT under the reglstrations involved here is not unreasonable on balance
with its benefit.

13. The use of DDT in the United States has deélined rapidly
since 1959.

14. DDT ﬁa offered under the registrations involved herein is
not misbranded aa.defined in sections 2.z.(2)(c), 2.2.(2)(d), and
2.z(2)(g) of ;he Act because 1t does not create a risk that is un-
reasonable on ﬁalnnce with the benefit,

15. The c&ntinued registration of the products, involved herein
is not cuntrary.tu the provisions of Sections 2.z.(2)(ec), 2.2.(2)(d),
and 2.2.(2)(g) of the Act (7 U.S.C. 135(2)(2)(e), 135(z)(2)(d),
135{=}{2}{s}} |

1a. The Fetitiunera have met fully their burden of proof.

17. There.is n_presen; need for the :pntinueq use nf_DDT for
the en;enpiaifuseé'definad in.ﬁhiéjpésé. : . :

515. .P;R.:Hnticeu ?1-1.:?1-3; nnd 11=5 aﬁéuld:be ﬁacated. except‘

__where ntherwiua treatad br spenifin urder._

19.- The pertinent regintrutinnﬂ, cn:rected tu 1ndicnte only thelfﬁ'




