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DAY ONE
JUNE 22, 2000
PROCEEDI NGS

MR. Al DALA: Find your seats. W would like to
begin. All right, let's get started. |'mJim Aidala here
fromEPA. Let ne just -- especially since we've got our two
co-chairs here, we mght just take some tinme to obviously
introduce themto the conmttee and hear a few remarks and
all of that.

Do you want to go around the roomreal quick first,
or do you just want to take tinme, Mke and Rich? Do you want
to go around the room real quick?

MR. ROM NGER: Why don't we go first and then we'll
go around the room

MR. Al DALA: Go first. Because then we can do that
and save you sonme time, Rich. That will be fine. Anyway we
do have -- welconme, first of all, everybody here today.

| nstead of taking nore tinme listening to nme, let's hear from
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our co-chairs, M ke MCabe, our Acting Deputy Adm ni strator
from EPA, and the Deputy Secretary of USDA, Rich Roni nger.

So I'"Il just turn it over to you, gentlenen.
MR. ROM NGER: Why don't you go first?

MR. MCCABE: You go ahead first.

MR ROMNGER: |I'mfirst?

MR. MCCABE: You've got the seniority -- the

| ongevity here.

MR. ROM NGER: Okay, thank you. WelIl, since we are
in an EPA facility here, | want to join Mke in wel com ng al
of you to the first neeting of the Committee to Advise on
Reassessnment and Transition, CARAT.

We certainly both appreciate your willingness to contribute
your time and your guidance to the agency and the depart ment
on the inportant issues in inplenmenting the Food Quality
Protection Act.

Many of you are old hands at FQPA inpl ementation.
| think we all have a special obligation to help M ke here,
because when it cones to working on FQPA, as you know, |'ve
outl asted the two previous EPA Deputy Adm nistrators.

(Laughter.)

But we have fond nmenories of Fred Hansen and Peter
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Robertson. But | like Mke, so let's try to keep him around
for a while.

The advisory comm ttees have provided the agency
and the departnment with some excellent input on the
i npl enment ati on of the Food Quality Protection Act. The Food
Saf ety Advisory Conmttee worked with the agency i nmedi ately
after the passage of FQPA. And then of course we had the
Tol erance Reassessnent Advisory Committee or TRAC, and that
worked with the agency and the departnent to help outline the
process that would neet the inplenentation goals given us by
the Vice President: sound science, consultation with
st akehol ders, increased transparency and a reasonabl e
transition for agriculture.

Whil e you share many of the sanme chall enges as the
Food Safety Advisory Committee and the TRAC, but what is
different for this group is the reality of FQPA
i npl enmentation. So the challenges are real. Chenica
reevaluation is proceeding. Decisions are being inplenented.
Strategic planning for transition is underway.

So at this point, we're able to see the results of
sone of the policies and processes that were put in place

earlier. So we're asking CARAT now to continue giving us the
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f eedback and continued direction. W know this commttee
bri ngs together representatives from many groups or
st akehol ders in FQPA inplenmentation. So we need
contributions fromall of you, and perhaps even nore
i nportant, we need all of you working together.

So thanks for being here today, and we | ook forward
to a lot of productive work.

M ke?

MR. MCCABE: Thank you, Rich. Yes, | am M ke
McCabe, the Acting Deputy Adm nistrator. And |I'mgoing to
make a bold prediction right now, and that is that | will be

the | ast Deputy Adm nistrator of the Clinton adm nistration

at EPA. | know that this face has changed in this position
over the | ast several years. | think it is due to the
burnout factor of this position. | was nom nated eight

nont hs ago and it has been quite an experience.

One thing | share with Marcia Mil key, who | think
many of you know, is that neither of us has noved to
Washi ngton to do our job.

(Laughter.)

We both have -- we both maintain our links with

reality outside of Washington. We both have apartnents in
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Washi ngton and return honme on the weekend. | think that the
perspective that | gain fromnot only going hone on the
weekends, but from having worked in a regional office has
prepared me well for this position.

And | look forward with working with you. | |ook
forward to the start of CARAT and the work that we're going
to do together noving beyond the TRAC process, noving into
t he kind of advice and response that we can get fromthis
group in hel ping us inmplenent FQPA

I want to thank Rich, too, not only for the
i ntroduction but for his |leadership in this area. | have
worked with Rich just a short period of tinme, but he is
extrenmely well respected, not only within our agency but
within Washington. And | have worked on environnental issues
with EPA | ong enough to have seen a tine when USDA and EPA
did not work well together.

| think that in this admnistration and in recent
years in particular, USDA and EPA have increasingly worked
wel | together. They have tackled difficult issues. They are
trying to address sone very inportant issues in the
envi ronnental and agricultural arena and are not always in

agreenment, but have a conmmunications |evel which is
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11
unparalleled. And | think a lot of it is due to Rich's
| eadership. So | thank himfor his contribution.

Many of you here were involved in the TRAC process,
and | want to personally thank you for your hard work there.
| want to give you an advance note of appreciation and word
of thanks for the hard work that you're going to do in the
process now.

I think that we |l earned a |ot from TRAC. W'
learn a lot from CARAT. But | want you to understand, and |
think you do, that CARAT is not sinply a continuation of
TRAC. It is a new conmttee with a new m ssion. And
tonmorrow as a group we'll talk nore about what we can
acconmpl i sh and about sonme of your perspectives on what you
see as what we can acconplish here.

|'"mdeterm ned to work closely with you to nove
Vice President Gore's objectives forward through the work of
this new conmttee, and | | ook forward to it.

Through TRAC we devel oped a public participation
process and created an atnosphere to ensure that our
deci sions are based on sound science. Those processes --

t hose policies -- have been in place and thanks to your hard

wor k, they are hel pi ng our agenci es nmake better deci sions.
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|'"m pl eased to report that EPA and USDA are on
schedule to finish the reassessnent of the organophosphates
by the end of the year. It is an aggressive schedule. It is
a schedule that is taxing the resources of both our agencies.
And it is a daunting schedul e, but one that we are committed
to finishing. | am pleased with the cooperation and work
t hat we have put together so far on this, and I see CARAT as
enhanci ng that process.

One of our primary goals of CARAT is to shift our
focus to transition and strategi c managenent planning. Over
t he next two days we'll hear from fol ks around the country
about sone interesting transition processes that are
currently underway.

And |' m hoping that through CARAT we'll learn from
t hese projects and find new and i nnovated ways to make safer
pest managenent strategies, including chem cal and
noncheni cal alternatives available to growers, while
enhanci ng the environnmental protection for all Americans,
especially our children. In doing this, of course, and
inherent in this process, is the need to guarantee that
farnmers have the necessary pest control tools. That is an

i nportant objective of both of our agencies.
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I"mlooking forward to working with you. | believe
both Rich and | have pretty full agendas today. In fact,
|"ve got a speech in about 35 m nutes. The reason that we
wanted to be here this morning really was to kick this off in
good spirit and to thank you for your continued contributions
to the process. W will both be here all day tonorrow
working with you on this.

So good |l uck today and | | ook forward to worKking
with you tonorrow.

MR. Al DALA: Well, thanks to, you know, Rich and
M ke both for taking time out again with busy schedul es.
That's why we've done the kind of planning we've done for the
next two days. 1'll talk about that in a second.

If you' ve got another mnute, | nmight suggest we
just go around the CARAT nmenbers to introduce thensel ves.
Cbvi ously we'll do that again tomorrow, but just, you know, a
little bit of -- alittle nmore famliarity in the good sense.

So why don't we start with our coll eague from EPA?

MR. TROXELL: Terry Troxell, Food and Drug
Adm ni stration, Center for Food Safety and Applied Nutrition.
|"m Director of the Office of Plants and Dairy Foods and

Beverages. We're responsible for the pesticide program and
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enforcement. We al so have done work on the Channels of Trade
policy which we'll be tal king about | ater today.

MR. Al DALA: Thank you.

DR. BALLING  Steve Balling, Del Mnte Foods,

Di rector of Ag Services.

MS. BOBO. Tanya Bobo, Mkht eshi m Aghan of North
America, Inc. I1'malso a new nmenber of -- (inaudible) --
Di stributors Associ ati on.

MR. HELLIKER: |'m Paul Helliker, Director of the
California Departnment of Pesticide Regul ation.

MS. PELTIER: |'m Jean-Mari Peltier, President of
the California Citrus Quality Council.

MR. RUTZ: Steve Rutz with the Florida Departnment
of Agriculture and Consuner Services representing the
Ameri can Associ ation of Pesticide Control Officials.

MR. GOLDBERG. Adam Gol dberg. |1'ma policy anal yst
wi th Consumers Union.

DR. WHI TACRE: Dave Whitacre with Novartis in

charge of the Groups of New Science.

MS. WDDER: Patricia Wdder. 1'mthe Acting
Director of the Poison Control Center in Philadelphia. [|I'ma
menber of the American -- (inaudible).
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MS. BAKER: Cindy Baker with Gowan Conpany.

MR. VROOM |'m Jay Vroom President of the
American Crop Protection Association.

MR. BOTTS: Dan Botts, Florida Fruit & Vegetable
Association. |I'mthe Director of the Environnmental Pest
Managenent Division. And | apologize in advance. |'m not
going to be able to stay tonmorrow, because we've got a Board
nmeeting and |'ve got to back and be accountable to ny menbers
of why | spend so nuch tinme in Washi ngton.

(Laughter.)

MR. EWART: |'m Wally Ewart, Northwest Horticulture
Council. 1'mVice President.
MS. WTTENBERG. |'m Margaret Wttenberg, Wole

Foods Market, and |I'm Vice President of Environnmental and
Public Affairs.

DR. AMADOR: |'m Jose Ammdor from Texas A&M
University, Director of the Texas Agriculture Research and
Extension Center. It's a -- (inaudible) -- operation for --
(i naudible) -- in the State of Texas.

DR. SPI TKO. Robin Spitko, New England Fruit
Consultants. |'m an independent plant pathol ogist in New

Engl and, and |I'm here representing the National Alliance of
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| ndependent Crop Consultants.

MR. HEDBERG. |'m Rob Hedberg. |'m Director of
Sci ence Policy for the Weed Science Society of America.

DR. ORTMAN: Eldon Ortman, Director of the Ag
Research Program Purdue University.

MR. W CHTERMAN: |'m George W chterman, an
ent omol ogi st with the Lee County Mosquito Control District in

Ft. Meyers, Florida, representing the | ocal governnent.

DR. BERGER: My nane is Lori Berger. |I'mDirector
of Technical -- (inaudible) -- of the California M nor Crops
Council. I'"man entonologist by training and a |licensed pest

control advisor and certified crop advisor.

MR. ROSENBERG. |'m Bob Rosenberg. |'mthe
Director of Government Affairs for the National Pest
Managenent Associ ation.

MR. OLSON: |I'mErik Oson with the National
Resour ces Defense Council .

MR. Al DALA: Ckay. And again, thanks to all the
CARAT nenbers. | think we'll nove to our agenda in a m nute.
| don't know if you want to -- is it time for you all to make
your exit?

MR. MCCABE: It probably is.
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MR. Al DALA: Again, | appreciate very nuch our co-
chairs being here this norning just to even say hello, and
obvi ously we'll be reporting back out what we do today, and
then al so being in charge and geared up for all day tonorrow

MR. ROM NGER: We'll see you tonorrow.

MR. Al DALA: Thanks again. Again, we appreciate
everybody being here this nmorning and al so menbers of the
public. This is our attenpt to do what we call, even on your
agenda, the background briefing for the CARAT neetings. Qur
intention here was to do sone of what people reported that
t he benefit of the TRAC neetings was about when we have a
| ong series of meetings on the TRAC process.

One of the real benefits, especially to people that
are outside Washington -- which is something we encourage to
have people who are outside Washi ngton be part of the process
-- is learning about what we either have done recently, our
current thinking, current policies and current status kind of
report outs.

And instead of taking a lot of time at our formal
FACA session, what we wanted to encourage is to have that
opportunity to do that today in a little nore infornal

setting and al so one that is just nore efficient, because
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today will be a day nostly of reporting out on the status of
a lot of things. A little background information for those
of you, especially the new menbers to the process -- new
menbers of CARAT that weren't part of TRAC -- as well as just
updating those fol ks who were part of TRAC and anyone el se,
agai n, as nmenbers of the public.

So we wanted to do that kind of report out
information things in one big block today to be able to focus
nore on sort of issues and dial ogue tonorrow anong the
conmttee nmenbers. So that's the basic thinking of why we
split -- how we split the two days up, as well as sone
scheduling conflicts and all of that. The good news about
havi ng our co-chairs is that they are very busy and obviously
hard to schedule, so we were able to at | east acconmpdate
bot h of those goals.

The agenda today, again, | think you all have it.
| f you don't, there are handouts as you cone in the room
Basically -- again, we've been through the introductions. W
woul d like to do an update of our science policies, again in
a report out sense. You'll notice nost of these bl ocks of
time are relatively short ones, talking al so about a | ot of

the activities in terns of USDA Research/ Dat a
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CGeneration/ Prograns. CObviously our colleagues from USDA wi ||
| ead that discussion, and that closes out our norning.

Again, nostly that focuses -- npbst of the norning
is only going to be spent with the USDA activities. Then
after lunch a | ot of the EPA report outs, along with our
col | eague from FDA on Channels of Trade. But as you can see
fromthe agenda, everything fromjust a sinple budget update,
ri sk assessnent overview, Channels of Trade. Again, | know
that's an issue to many nmenbers and the public.

And al so worker protection updates, public health
pesticides, human studies. A little bit of update -- a brief
update on the Organic Standards Rule, which is of interest to

many nmenbers here. And then kind of wapping up.

Agai n, you can all read the agenda yourself. |'m
not going to read it again to you. W'Ill just try and nove
through it. As tinekeepers, |'ve got to break

-- | think 1"'mgoing to go solve the Pacific Islanders' PCB
probl em sonetinme in the afternoon. So I'll be breaki ng away
in the mddle of this. Keith, |I think, is attenpting to try
to stay all day, too, and obviously we've got |ots of other

fol ks here, too.

Why don't we just introduce ourselves up front. W
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20
didn't do that. Obviously we've got sone other fol ks here of
sone notoriety and inportance in the gane.

Al , why don't you start?

MR. JENNINGS: |I'm Al Jennings. |'mthe Director
of OFfice of Pest Managenent Policy for USDA.

MS. MULKEY: |'m Marcia Mul key. |'m Director of
the OFfice of Pesticide Prograns for EPA.

MR. JOHNSON: Steve Johnson. |'mthe Deputy
Assi stant Adm nistrator for Prevention of Pesticides and
Toxi ¢ Subst ances.

MR. Al DALA: And again what | suggest now we do, is
Keith will go over the agenda for tonmorrow for the CARAT
neeting itself. And | want to just get an order of report
outs here.

MR. PITTS: [|'IIl definitely be brief. Wat we are
focussing on today is sone of the feedback that we got either
speaking directly with you as individuals or working with
facilitators as far as issues that the group highlighted that
we wanted to wal k through today just as general background.

What we'll be doing is chewi ng over sone of the
di scussion that we're having today. The primary target that

we want to get out of this neeting on Friday is basically
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setting the issues that we are going to tee up for the next
several neetings or few neeting, | think, depending on the
conplexity of the issues that we have to deal wth.

But | think we all need to view the next two days
as just doing the planning that we need to get done to have a
successful two year run of this commttee. And | think 1"l
| eave it at that.

So today a couple of issues out on the table. Sone
briefing on those. Tonight we all need to go back and think
about those and any other issues that may be of concern to
us. And tonmorrow will generally be the agenda setting
nmeeting for the course of the TRAC, realizing that somewhere
m dstream sonet hing may pop up that we have to deal with in
this process.

But that's what we intend to do for Friday.

MR. Al DALA: Ckay. Instead of listening to us in

general, let's talk about sonme of the specifics fromthe
agenda. | think our first itemis science policy update from
Bill Jordan.

MR. JORDAN. Good norning, everybody. |[|'mBil

Jordan and | work in the Ofice of Pesticide Progranms. Al ong

other things, | get to work on the science policies. And
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today's update will be using a paper, paper nunber 2 that
Mar gi e Fehrenbach has in the back.

It was not anong the materials that were mail ed out
to you. It becanme available this morning. So if you did not
pi ck up a copy, signal by raising your hand or sonmething |ike
t hat and people will make sure you get a copy.

MR. Al DALA: Let nme break in. [It's hard to hear in
t he back of the room so speak up and into the nikes and all,
just in general.

MR. JORDAN. Ckay. | can do that. For those of
you who participated in TRAC, you understand what the science
policy exercise is attenpting to do. For those of you did
not sit through all the TRAC di scussions on that, | want to
take a mnute or two and try to provide a little context
about what this particul ar update addresses.

In the spring and fall of 1998 as EPA was working
to i nplenment the Food Quality Protection Act, and
particularly the provisions that asked us to do nore things
and new things in risk assessnent, the public raised a | ot of
guestions about, well, how exactly is it that EPA is going to
approach the difficult science questions that FQPA raises.

The TRAC di scussions led to identifying about nine
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di fferent broad science policy areas that were particularly
critical to the inplenmentation of FQPA and were cutting edge
and were controversial. And what TRAC recommended and what
EPA agreed to do was to devel op science policy papers that
descri bed our approach with regard to these different areas
and to issue themto take public comment on them |In COctober
of '98 we identified 19 specific papers that we were going to
issue that dealt with the science policy areas.

It set out a very anbitious schedule, a schedule
whi ch has changed over the follow ng nonths, and what you
have in front of you is the |atest schedule for those 19
papers. You'll notice that the | ast paper is Number 26. And
that's because in the course of our doing the work on the
first 19, we received a | ot of very valuable comments. W
found that the process helped us in a variety of ways.

It hel ped us to be nore specific and cl ear about
our science policies. W found that it was a good way to
conmuni cate to people and | et them know and under st andi ng
what our positions were. W found also that the comrents
t hat we got back fromthe public hel ped us to inprove our
science policies to have a stronger foundation and a cl earer

approach
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Al'l of those things are inportant and beneficial,
and so we decided that in a nunmber of additional cases we
wanted to use the process to cover further science policies.
So the |ist has been expanded to 26 papers that we will put
t hrough the notice and conment process.

We have made a | ot of progress, | think, on this
and 1'Il talk a little bit about it. But |I want to first of
all give some acknow edgenents to the people who have been
doing the work. Just so you understand, this effort has
i nvol ved sciences in the health effects division and in the
ecol ogi cal effects division. It has involved people fromthe
field and external affairs division. |t has brought in
bi ol ogi sts and econom sts fromthe biological and econom c
anal ysis division. W've had very useful comrents from
practically every other division in OPP

Particularly Jeff Kenpner, who has worked with me
on overseeing this. He has done a fabul ous job. Jeff has
now taken a new position in OPP, and his successor is Jean
Frain (phonetic). And Jean and | will continue to manage
this. But it is an effort that | think has really
underscored the notion of teammrk in OPP, and it has | think

produced sone good results which I'll tell you about.
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The paper that is avail able shows that we have
i ssued for public coment 16 of the 19 original science
policy papers. The only three that remain to be issued are
papers nunmber 17, 18 and 19. The Cumul ative Ri sk Assessnent
paper is nunber 17, and you'll see there it says expected in
June of this year. There are by ny count eight days left in
June, and | think we're going to neet that schedule. The
paper is with the Assistant Adm nistrator's office and goi ng
t hrough the final magi c wavi ng of hands that they do over
there that is inportant and val uabl e.

MR. AIDALA: |'m glad you added that.

MALE SPEAKER: | thought it was the laying on of
hands, not the wavi ng of hands.

(Laughter.)

MR. JORDAN:. Well, okay. Laying on of hands, yes,
and bl essing and raising it up to the sky. That paper is one
whi ch builds on two papers that were taken in the Scientific
Advi sory Panel |ast year and have been integrated and are now
going to be put out in the Federal Register notice that could
be issued probably the first week of July. But it should be
signed later this week or next.

The other two papers that have not yet -- of the
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original 19 that have not yet been issued are both related to
t he drinking water assessnent. They are schedul ed for next
nmonth, and | think that's pretty likely to happen.

Of the seven papers, we have proposed four and
three of them are going to be issued very shortly. They have
been signed. They are expected to be published in a notice
of their availability expected next week to appear in the
Federal Register.

And t he paper on use related informati on and how we
use it in our risk assessnments is expected also to be revised
and i ssued next nmonth. So we're making progress on that
front.

In terns of getting out these papers after they go
t hrough the public comrent, the public comment process in
sone cases has produced an enornous vol une of comrents. |
t hi nk probably the 10X paper set records. W had over 800
comments. The paper when piled up is about two and a half
feet tall. And we have done a huge anount of work in
sunmari zi ng, reading through every coment and basically
trying to boil it down and trying to organi ze that huge
amount of public response.

And sim |l ar kinds of work have been done on all of
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t he ot her papers that we have revised. W have issued six in

revised form and you will see themin dark shading. There
are -- this is one other paper that has been signed and will
be published tomorrow. That is called -- that is paper

nunber seven, a user's guide to information on assessing risk
t hrough food.

This paper is, | think, not particularly ground
breaking in terms of setting science policies, but for those
of you who are new to CARAT and are unfamiliar with our risk
assessnent approaches, it will be a very useful background
paper, because it explains in fairly straightforward | anguage
how we do it. And nore inportantly, it provides links to al
of the nore detailed science policy papers that underlie the
specific pieces of it.

For exanple, links to our paper on acute risk
assessnent, Monte Carl o techni ques, evaluating nondetects,

t he pesticide data program at USDA and the nonitoring program
at FDA. A valuable source of information. So |ook for that
one to be announced in the Federal Register. It is our aim
to put those papers up on the web site the sanme day that the
Federal Register notice appears.

That paper will bring to a total of seven of the 19
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papers. We're expecting July also to be a fairly busy nonth.
There are four nore scheduled to conme out in July, two of
which relate to 10X and one of which relates to
Chol i nesterase, and another of which relates to Monte Carl o
assessnent techni ques.

The Chol i nesterase paper is on track. The
schedul es for 10X and Monte Carlo are still possible but
anmbitious, | would say. So we're working literally every day
to do drafting, circulate and get comments on those papers,
and sonetinmes it's difficult to predict exactly where the
controversies will arise. But we're doing our best to try to
get them out in July.

On the extra credit papers, as | like to call them
| mentioned that we are getting out the use rel ated paper
next nonth. Another one that is scheduled to be issued for
public comrent is paper number 26 relating to drinking water
treat ment.

Papers 25 and 26 | think are inmportant in that they
represent the next generation of our refinement of our
t hi nki ng about doing drinking water exposure assessnments. W
have been to the Scientific Advisory Panel to discuss the

wor k that the Geol ogical Survey is doing on nodeling, the run
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of f of pesticides fromland application into rivers, streans,
| akes and reservoirs. And t hey have nmade sone
really very remarkabl e progress in devel oping regression
based nodels that allow us to predict concentrations in
surface water over time. Wth those nore sophisticated
nodel s, which actually are being validated agai nst nonitoring
data, and derived from nonitoring data that USGS has
collected, we think that we'll reach a much nore
sophisticated and reliable way of estimating pesticide
concentrations in water. And those estimates can then be
used in our risk assessnents to conbine with the estinmtes of
residues in food and exposures that may occur from use of
pesticides in and around the hone.

And so papers nunber 25 and nunber 26 will together
descri be the progress that we're maki ng on those areas. The
paper dealing with treatnment summari zes the information that
we have been collecting fromthe public literature and
wor ki ng together with our colleagues in the Ofice of Water
to describe the inpact that various drinking water treatnment
processes have on residue |levels and identity of particul ar
pesti ci des.

| think that pretty much sunmarizes where we have
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been and sone of the things that you can look for. And I'1I
stop here and | et you ask questions.

MR. Al DALA: A couple of things. First of all, we
wel cone questions from everybody in the room nunber one.
Nurmber two, we especially wel conme questions, and actually
encourage questions, from CARAT nmenbers, especially those of
you that are new. That's sonething | should have said
earlier. There is no such thing as sort of a dumb question
in the | and of pesticides.

First of all, to all of you that are new to FlFRA,
wel cone to FIFRA. It's an enjoyable and entertaining arena
to work in. But in particular it is also quite conplex and
difficult, everything fromthe acronynms to sort of the
hi story and the sonetines Alice in Whnderland nature of sone
of what you're about to hear about in the next coupl e of
days.

So, again, don't be bashful whatsoever in terns of
rai sing questions or why -- you know, this seens to have been
very inportant. And since we had seven TRAC neetings or
what ever nunber it was -- it only seens like 12 --

(Laughter.)

MR. Al DALA: You know, why was this such a big deal
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and is there something I'm m ssing here. Just so you can
bend better and be able to figure out your context as you go
into CARAT. And, again, we really do encourage those kinds
of questions and things.

Wth that, as Bill just said, any questions?

(No response.)

MR. JORDAN. There is no way that all of our 26
sci ence policy papers are straightforward and so
under st andabl e that no one has questi ons.

MR. Al DALA: Dave?

MR. WHITACRE: Bill, it was a good review. Wl
done.

MR. Al DALA: Do you want to use a m crophone?
We' ve got a m crophone.

MR. JORDAN:. |'Il repeat the question, if you want

MR. Al DALA: Yeah, or just repeat it. Either way.
Go ahead.

MR. WHITACRE: Bill, it was a good review. Thank
you. Well done. The question I've got is formally or even
casually, how are you |l ooking at the science policies? 1Is

this regarded to be a work in progress? What are the
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prospects that other issues are going to conme up that then
need to be appropriately addressed through other policies?

| mean, how are you thinking of that and what do
you think is going to happen as the nonths wear on?

MR. JORDAN. | think that's a great question, and
let me just talk about a couple of things. The first | want
to talk about is the notion that these are policy -- that
t hese are gui dance docunments. They are not rul es.

For exanple, one of the papers that we issued is
paper number 11 called Choosing a Percentile of Acute Dietary
Exposure as a Threshold of Regul atory Concern. That's a
mouth full of a title. The shorthand termthat we use around
here is the 99.9 paper.

What that paper describes in about 50 or 60 pages
is the thinking that goes into our decision nmaking about
maki ng a regul atory decision. |t suggests that our starting
point is a particular nunber, but then goes into a discussion
of factors that lead us -- that we will | ook at in deciding
whet her we want to nove away fromthe choice of that nunber.

It also says in the paper that these factors are
gui ded very much, and influenced very nmuch, by the individua

circunmstances of a particular chem cal risk assessnment.
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So these papers are frankly gui dance. They
represent a sort of nore specific description of how we're
going to inplenment critical science challenges. How we're
going to respond to critical science challenges that are

bef ore us because of FQPA.

But they do not -- do not -- lock us into any
particul ar outconme on any particular chemcal. Those wll
still be made on a chem cal by chenical basis. Now what that
means, frankly, is that our understanding will be shaped by
and our sense of the policy will evolve as we continue to

wor k t hrough individual chem cals.

And because these docunents are gui dance docunents,
we have repeatedly stated in the docunents thenmsel ves and in
public nmeetings such as this, that if people disagree with
positions we take, they are welcone to rai se those points.
They are encouraged to raise those points in the context of
i ndi vidual chem cal decisions. And to the extent that we
depart from our approaches in individual chem cal deci sions,
we will explain our reasons for departing fromthem

In terms of where we go in the future, it's ny
expectation and nmy experience fromworking in the Ofice of

Pesticide Prograns over the years that science marches on,

For The Record, |Inc.
Wal dorf, Maryl and
(301) 870- 8025

-
<
L
=
-
O
o
(@
L
>
—
- -
o
o
<
<
o
L
2
=




-
<
L
=
-
O
o
(@
L
>
—
- -
o
o
<
<
o
L
2
=

34
t hat sci ence changes, and that our understandings and
insights into situations over the years nove as we gain nore

information. And so the process of |ooking at individual

chem cals will give us nore experience in making these
policies. In particular, the conduct of new studies and the
devel opnent of new research will also give us some better
sense.

And | think over the course of the years we're
likely to evolve on these science policies. As we do that,
we will undertake to revise the policies. | anticipate using
the same kind of notice and conment process.

The drinking water papers that | discussed at the
end of nmy remarks -- opening remarks -- are an exanpl e of
that. We have paper number eight which we put out for public
comrent. We took comment on it, and we have revi sed and
reissued it, that described our approach in 1999. Even
bef ore that paper was final, we had begun to get work from
USGS that indicated that we could go to the next level. And
after that matured to a point where it | ooked like it was
prom sing, then we announced that would undertake to issue
papers nunmber 25 and 26 that represent a further progress in

t hat area.
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So that's just a couple of exanples of how we have
continued to nove in our science policy area. W may add
nore papers. We nmy do another iteration of papers that have
al ready been issued and basically keep the sane title.

MR. Al DALA: Marcia, why don't you add a little bit
about it. Not just -- again, there is other -- you know,
out si de of quote, science policies, where as we go forward
with -- whether you want to call it FQPA or just a day to
day. You know, as our job changes in light of different, you
know, chall enges and different, you know, findings of science
or other things and how we sort of evolve policies and
determ ne how to sort of make out -- you know, get outreach
to the public as well as get feedback fromthe public.

MS. MULKEY: Well, it is true that this process,
which is now well maturing, is a key piece of the way we have
bot h st akehol der invol venent and openness in what's going on
with science policies. But it's not the only piece.

The Scientific Advisory Panel has al ways been a

public process. | think -- it appeals to nme, at |east, that
we're getting a | ot better about -- and that the public is
getting better about -- participating in that process and

getting notice of that process. That our papers for that
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process are getting fuller and broader airings and that
public participation in that process is enriching.

And so while that's not instead of or always in
addition to, it is combined with this process. And, of
course, the openness and public participation in decision
maki ng for individual chem cals and so forth is also an
opportunity to engage and shape science policies.

And then finally we continue -- we do have rule
maki ngs. We do expect to pronul gate revisions of our data
requi renents, our Part 158. That will be a formal rule
making. That is certainly a critical arena for these kinds
of things. And we have guideline revisions that wll
continue to go on. And we use PR notices and ot her processes
that we don't track as quote, science policies, but that we
are consistently followi ng the same kind of notice and
comment, addressing the comrents and devel opi ng dockets. The
sane kind of sort of openness and participatory processes.

| don't know if you had anything else in mnd that
you wanted ne to refer to.

MR. AIDALA: No. | think Dave thought it was a
si npl er questi on.

(Laughter.)
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(END OF TAPE ONE, SIDE ONE.)

MR. WLSON: G ven that there is an admtted
dynam ¢ and evolutionary elenment to this, how do you see this
process tying in in a science sense to the OECD process, or
in fact the NAFTA process? Were do you see the harnmony
bet ween, say, Mexico, Canada and the U S. into the OECD
process?

MS. MULKEY: Well, we have --

MR. Al DALA: Jeff, just out of -- sort of just so
we all get to be a little nore friendly to you, if you could
identify yourself when you ask a questi on.

MS. MULKEY: Right.

MR. WLSON: Jeff WIson, Canadian Horticulture
Council and a farmer northeast of the -- (inaudible).

MR. Al DALA: Cool. Thanks. Thanks for being here.
A |l ong way com ng.

MS. MULKEY: Yes. |It's good to see you, again. |
was in a neeting with Jeff |ast week.

We integrate our work on these policies with al
deal ings within NAFTA and OECD very directly and very
consciously. And I'mcertain that a Canadi an gover nnent

official will be here tonorrow. | s Janet here? Oh, here she
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is. FromPMRA. And they have regularly attended the
nmeetings of this group. They've regularly participated in
t he science policy devel opnent. And we have brought to OECD,
and have responded to CECD s interest in all of our work that
overlaps with their work.

And in a lot of cases -- not so nuch on these 20
sone odd policies. But on guidance we've actually adopted
CECD gui dance, or worked through CECD in a way that we do it
all at the sane tine, so our guidance and OECD gui dance are
one and the sane.

We are working continuously to try to be nore
internationally consistent and transparent. And because of
FQPA and because of the many chall enges it has given us, we
have the effect of having nore fromour direction out in
terns of keeping the world informed than there is, you know,
new cutting edge activity el sewhere. But we try to pick it
up both directions.

| feel we're getting better and better at that with
every passing day. There is a lot of interest around the
worl d, and certainly in Canada and Mexico, in the way we're
i npl ementing FQPA. And | think they are follow ng us very,

very closely.
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MR. Al DALA: Any ot her questions? Cindy?

MS. BAKER: Bill, | just had a clarifying question.
The interimearly assessnment policy, is that what we were
calling in TRAC the early winners? |s that what that is?

MR. JORDAN: Yes.

MS. BAKER: Okay. And what are you thinking about
that policy? Because as the OPs are nostly through, | woul d
say at least the initial part of assessnment, where does this
cone into play in what you' re | ooking at doing?

MR. JORDAN. My thinking about this one continues
to change. And that's the only paper on here for which there
is isn't a schedule.

MS. BAKER: Right.

MR. JORDAN. Partly because as we've worked on this
i ssue and cone to understand nore about the organophosphates,
and as we've gone deeper into our thinking about the
cunul ative risk assessnent, perceptions of how to deal with
t his one have shifted.

What |'m anticipating at this point is that we'll
probably include in -- not the cunul ative risk assessnent
gui dance that is going out later this nmonth. But in the

iteration that cones fromthat, sone nore explicit thinking

For The Record, |Inc.
Wal dorf, Maryl and
(301) 870- 8025



-
<
L
=
-
O
o
(@
L
>
—
- -
o
o
<
<
o
L
2
=

40
about how well we can separate the pesticide uses which are
trivial contributors to the overall cunulative exposure from
t hose which are nore significant in the overall risk
assessnment.

In the early winners, the idea is that a particul ar
use is such a small contributor, and also that it has sone
very inportant qualities to neet -- pest control needs and
t herefore what one might call benefits -- that we ought to
say early on this chemcal for this use is one which we
bel i eve ought to be retained while we go through and think
about the other uses.

Qur insights into the organophosphates and
cunul ative risk assessment really are such that | don't think
we are yet clear how we want to handle that. But that's
where | see it getting dealt with.

MS. BAKER: Simlarly when you get to cunulative
that's going to play into it?

MR. JORDAN: Uh- huh.

MS. BAKER: Okay. My second clarifying question
is, worker exposure and ecological risks are clearly two of
the big areas now in the risk assessnent phase. At |east as

we're going through this where issues are being raised there
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really aren't any science policies directly related to those
two, other than end point being probably a critical one in
t hat .

Do you see any papers -- | mean any extra credit
papers com ng out that deal with the worker exposure issue
and how that's going, or ecological risks?

MR. JORDAN: It's an idea that sone fol ks have
t al ked about and we haven't made a decision on. And | think
t hat depending on reactions fromthe public, that may hel p us
come to a choice.

We' ve done sone things such as workshops.

MS. BAKER: Right.

MR. JORDAN. That have been productive and
constructive. W've had briefings in the Advisory Commttee
arena that have dealt with both ecol ogical risk and worker

risk. And ny sense is that that has addressed the needs to

some extent. And what |' m uncl ear about, and | think what
ot hers are uncl ear about, is how well does it address those
needs.

So the short answer is | don't know yet.
MS. MULKEY: Well, those topics have al so been

i nvolved in SAP interactions.
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MS. BAKER: Right.

MS. MULKEY: They are of course addressed by the
gui delines and by the data requirenents. So they will, at a
m nimum continue to be part of our public stakehol der
invol ved interactive process. Whether they get listed as a
FQPA -- | nean, by definition they' re not FQPA. They are
FI FRA i ssues. So whether they get listed as part of this
process or whether they're addressed in some other, the idea
is that they would al so have open participatory iterative
process.

MS. BAKER: Well, the only reason I'mraising it is
that a | ot of the questions that we get from stakehol ders
center around those two areas. And there's not a | ot of
clarity in their m nds about how you conme up with the worker
ri sk assessnent that you do, what kind of information do they
need to provide in to nmake sure that you've got, you know,
the accurate informati on about what they're doi ng when
they're pruning or thinning or harvesting or why they have to
-- | mean, you know, all those kinds of issues.

MS. MULKEY: Uh-huh.

MS. BAKER: It's an area that | think it's probably

not as well out there in terns of understandi ng how t hat
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cones together.

MR. Al DALA: Ckay. Jay?

MR. VROOM |'m Jay Vroom President of American
Crop Protection Association. Bill, | wondered if you coul d
shine a little more light on this question of going from
t hese gui dance papers to the practical application. How do
we keep track, or better track, or better understanding in
the public sector of when things that get done in a specific
review then institutionalize the policy or further refine the
policy?

And one that | think Ci ndy nmay have just referred
tois, for instance, the question on toxic endpoints around
t he Chlorpyrifos decision a couple of weeks ago. How do we
sort of take that back and understand, you know, does part of
t hat decision on that specific chem cal institutionalize
sonething like the toxic endpoint selection for
Chol i nesterase I nhibition, as an exanple? O not?

MR. JORDAN: Yeah. While, | think -- I think the
best way to answer that is to say that the policies are out
there in the public domain through the web site that is
avai l able. There is fax on demand. And people can | ook at

them and they can | ook at the risk assessnents which we've
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i ssued, which are also publicly available, and see to what
extent they match up or don't match up.

Qur commtnent in the policy docunents is to
expl ain where we have departed fromthe policy. And if
peopl e think that we have departed and not explained it, then
that would seemto ne to be an appropriate comment to make in
the course of the opportunities that are afforded through our
public participation process to conment on our risk
assessnments.

To the extent that something is an el aboration and
is chem cal specific, it seens to ne it's confined just to
that -- that particular chem cal

Is there sone particular thing in that exanple or
sonet hing that you're --

MR. VROOM  Well, honestly |I haven't read the
specific provision in the Chlorpyrifos decision that rel ates
to that, so | don't know what it says. But | suspect that it
provi des an awful | ot nore context and texture to endpoint
selection for that chem cal so that chem cal is done.

But it certainly will have a profound effect on the
conmon nechani sm and cunul ati ve effects regul atory process

when we get to that across that famly of chem stry.
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MS. MULKEY: Well, I"'mnot sure it will, Jay, if |
under st ood that |ast piece. The endpoint selection for an
i ndi vi dual chem cal does not -- based on the material that
we' ve already put in the public domain about hazard -- the
hazard side of cunulative risk assessnent, it does not
automatically follow that the same endpoint for that
i ndi vidual chem cal will be the appropriate rel evant endpoi nt
in the cumul ative.

And so | -- now maybe | didn't understand the
guestion. But | think that whatever the issues are about the
endpoi nt selection for the appropriate regulatory choices for
Chl orpyrifos that would -- you m ght very well have a
different study and a different endpoint that would be used
for Chlorpyrifos' part of the sort of commpn -- nade common -
- normalized or whatever the right word is, hazard across the
cl ass.

MR. VROOM At least for my benefit, | don't think
| understood that before. So I think that is a hel pful
refinenment of wherever that's headed at this point.

MR. Al DALA: Well, two things. For exanple,
specifically about curulative. Since we've said many tines

we're going to get it out by the end of June, well, we've got
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ei ght days left. So, you know, hold on shortly and you'l
see the actual, you know, paper on curul ative, number one.

Nurmber two, in general, you know, as Bill
articulated, and it's like many other things the agency does.
You're trying to explain your general thinking or thinking
policy, at least in nmy nore civilian sense, and then as they
apply to specific cases everything ultimately is case
specific, because ultimately you' re nmaking a decision on a
busi ness license and all that.

And, again, there is a push and pull about this one
provi des a new and provocative issue. Have we thought about
that. How do we comrunicate that. Part of what Dave, |
think at | east fundanentally, was asking about -- | nean, for
exanple, a new cutting edge is used. You take it to the SAP,
anong the other ways that we nmight communicate to the public,
again, with some notice and then affording sone opportunity
not just for sort of outside peer review per se, but also,
you know, SAP neetings allow for outsiders to cone in and do
presentations and things.

And it's that whole soup of ways that we sort of
present our thinking about either a particular case or a

particul ar issue or even a set of issues and nove forward,
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since, you know, many of these are usually scientifically
st eep deci sions and obviously that's a many changi ng and
spl endi d thing.

Ot her questions on science policies?
(No response.)
MR. Al DALA: Ckay. Thank you. Do you want to
-- A, do you guys want to start a little bit on USDA stuff

for a few mi nutes and then take a break?

AL:  Well, | was --
MR. AIDALA: |'m not sure that people are asl eep
enough to take a break yet. | don't want you to perk them up

quite let.

MR. JENNINGS: Well, unfortunately |I told nmy team
to be here at 10: 30.

MR. Al DALA: Well, then we'll take a break.

MR. JENNINGS: A couple of them have arrived, but |
don't think it's quite a quorum So | would rather wait and
get the entire team here.

MR. Al DALA: Ckay, that would be fine.

MS. MULKEY: Do you want to take some questions
fromthe new nmenbers about what they would |like to see?

MR. AIDALA: Yeah, that's a good -- | think that's
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a good suggestion. Marcia just suggested that we all ow the
opportunity for especially the new nembers of CARAT to sort
of either ask questions or sort of articulate any
expectations they have, because maybe that can help tail or
what we do for today as well as tonorrow

So | don't know if any of the new nenbers of CARAT
want to volunteer to say what they think or don't think or
anything else. W'Ill also take those kind of coments from
old menbers, too, but we've heard of you all before nany
tinmes.

MS. MULKEY: Especially identify what you think
your informational needs are. Not that we necessarily could
rush to add a totally new topic today, but perhaps even off
line we can try to nmeet sonme of those informational needs if
people want to identify them

Patricia, do you want to go first?

MR. Al DALA: Yeah, why don't you go ahead. Dan, do
you have a m ke for Patricia? No, the other Dan. Sorry.
You may go, Dan.

MS. WDDER: | didn't know exactly what to expect
and appreciated the invitation to be on the Conmttee. But

in the Poison Control Center we get nunmerous questions from
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the public, as well as health care professionals, about, you
know, the rationale for, you know, the safety and regul atory
i ssues on all of the pesticides.

So | guess quite a bit of information has already
becone clear to me in ternms of what information would be
avai lable. And |I'm |l ooking forward to, you know, preparing
mysel f and the Poison Control Center to understand exactly
what you guys do.

Because | don't really think we've worked cl osely
enough with you in the past to really have a clear idea of,
you know, what these papers nean and how we shoul d be
respondi ng on our hot |ines and, you know, when our
t oxi col ogi sts are consulted whether or not they truly have
enough information fromyou to respond. More as individuals
probably are how they are respondi ng, not, you know, based on
the true materials that are out there.

We' ve been getting nunerous questions on our hot
i nes al ready about Dursban (phonetic) and whether it's going
to be avail able and, you know, the whole history beyond that.

So |'"mjust |ooking forward to, you know, just
bei ng able to get nore informati on on how your processes work

so we can understand, you know, how you determ ne, you know
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cunul ative effects. And |I'mjust excited to see that you
really are working very hard in this area, and maybe we j ust
haven't been able to work closely enough to know.

MR. AIDALA: | appreciate those coments. Two
points. One is obviously as you go through the next two days
you'll hear a lot and learn a | ot and hopefully raise at
| east a lot of issues that you can pursue.

I woul d suggest, for exanple, even while you' re

here for the two days -- Margi e Fehrenbach, by the way for
everybody, is our designated federal official. Margie, do
you want to -- | think everybody knows you in one way or the
ot her.

But the point is, you may want to talk to our
conmuni cations people, for exanple, and just sort of the way
to get access to all of our whole menu and the del uge of
information that we do have available. Oherwi se we'll say,
just go to our web site, epa.gov, and all questions about any
subject will be solved. You mght want to be a little nore -
- you know, dig a little deeper on that.

As well as sonme of our people that deal especially
with things that | think in your world, incidents for

exanpl e, you know, sonebody is calling up about a chem cal of
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the day that they've read, you know, in the newspaper about,
and how do we commruni cate to people on this. You have sone
access immediately, in fact, on information that we have
avai |l abl e.

So you might want to do that for any of us. But,
you know, Margie's former |ife was in the comrmunications
worl d of our shop. So you can take advantage of that, too.

Any ot her newconers have any --

MS. MULKEY: You m ght want to recognize Janie
because she just canme in. Jam e Cl over-Adans.

MR. Al DALA: Ckay. We have a new arrival behind
Mar garet, | think.

MS. CLOVER- ADAMS: | thought | could just sneak in.

MJULKEY: Sorry. But everybody needs to get to know
you, Jam e

MS. CLOVER- ADAMS: Good to be here. | just got
her e.

MR. Al DALA: Do you want to introduce yourself just
real quick?

MS. CLOVER- ADAMS: OCh, I'msorry. |'mJame
Cl over-Adanms. |'mthe Secretary of Agriculture fromthe

St at e of Kansas.
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MR. Al DALA: Ckay. Welconme. Another pleasing
heard from so to speak. Mark, who are you pointing to?

FEMALE SPEAKER: Jack. M. Jack Laurie.

MR. Al DALA: ©Oh, Jack. OCkay. All right, do you
want to introduce yourself?

MR. LAURI E: Jack Laurie. |'mthe President of the
M chi gan Farm Bureau and a farmer from east central side of
M chigan. And I'mreal pleased to be a part of this.

MR. Al DALA: Al right, welcone.

MS. MJULKEY: Wel come, Jack.

MR. Al DALA: Welconme. W're especially encouraging
any of the folks that are newer to the process, for exanple
not havi ng been nmenbers of TRAC. Paul and Adam can count as
sort of people who were only at the tail end of TRAC or
sonething. So | don't know if any -- again, any comments
about sort of either expectations or issues that they woul d
like to especially see through the next couple of days or
sonet hi ng.

Adam and Steve, do you want to go? Well, you guys
deci de and then |l et us know.

MR. RUTZ: Yeah. Steve Rutz with the Florida

Department of Agriculture. One of the things that | think
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t hat AAPCO, which is the organization representing the state
pesticide control officials, is particularly interested inis
sort of the practical elenents when we go into the
transitioning process in dealing with actual mtigation
strategies for particular conpounds. Because the state fol ks
tend to be the ones that are sort of on the front |ines al ong
with the poison control and others that have to deal with the
calls and the what ifs and that sort of thing.

So | think that's the particular angle that we're -

- you know, we would like to have sone at | east depth and

detail on.
MR. Al DALA: And, again, for all nenmbers -- | nean
obvi ously what you'll hear both -- you know, two days is not

a long tinme in effect and given all the other things that
t hese kind of convenings do. But please very nmuch -- we
woul d encourage follow up. You'll hear enough to kind of
peak your interest, at a mninum | hope, and just please

absolutely feel, you know, unabashed about following up with

any of us.

Adant?

MR. GOLDBERG: |'m Adam CGol dberg from Consuners
Union. |'mnot sure | know what information | need yet.
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That's what |'m | ooking for fromthe next couple of days.
But my expectation is to cone in here and to work to try and
cone to sonme fair agreenments to curtail risk and plan
transition of the safer alternatives.

And some of the things that |'ve heard this norning
were very positive in the sense that we believe that the
ri skiest uses are already known and so are their
alternatives. So it's not a question of what, but just about
the details of howto get there. And that's what |'m | ooking
forward to trying to hamrer out.

MR. Al DALA: G eat. Anybody else? | nean, you
don't have to. It's not conpul sive. Rob?

MR. HEDBERG. Working with the Wed Sci ence
Soci ety, herbicides of course represent the mmjor use of
pesticides. Probably three quarters of the pesticide use in
this country. Working with the Science Society, we're
interested in understandi ng how the decisions are nade. How
we can inprove the decisions about particular products to
make sure that we don't | ose products that are very val uabl e
unnecessarily. But also if we do have to make changes in the
use of products, is to nobilize our people so that we can

help with the transitions that are needed.
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But basically our objective is to understand the
process and hel p inprove the process of naking decisions.

MR. AIDALA: Al right. Rob, thanks.

MS. BERGER: |'m Lori Berger with the California
M nor Crops Council. | just really would like to |earn nore
about the process and how the m nor crops groups can provide
i nput to your staff and scientists as we go through these
processes.

MR. Al DALA: Ckay, thanks. Yeah, you're old.

MALE SPEAKER: Yeah, | feel bad about that.

MR. Al DALA: Wait for the m ke.

MALE SPEAKER: And it's not just being an old
menber. |It's saying the same things about what we said
bef ore and being so predictable. But what | hope we can al so
bring out of this is -- | understand this is somewhat
sequential nmore or less. This is a successor to and not a
continuation of the TRAC process.

| think those of us in the residential or non-ag
use conmunity probably are of the view that issues related to
non-ag exposure, non-ag risk, probably were somewhat on the
peri phery of the TRAC process. | nean, it was included, but

it's kind of one of those cusp issues |ike worker exposure.
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It's not really at the core of FQPA

And | think we would |ike to see a nore robust
di scussion of things like the science policies underlying
residential exposure, the acquisition of data for nore robust
deci sions, nmore connuni cation and transparency in terns of
how t hose decisions are arrived at, and | think just in
general a little bit nmore |ight being shown on that arena.

MR. Al DALA: Be careful what you wi sh for, but
sure. But the point is well taken. Okay. Again, |'m not
trying to, you know, force testinonials out of anybody. So I
guess we'll just take a break and start again at 10:30. |Is
t hat when your troops were arriving?

MR. JENNI NGS: Yeah

MR. Al DALA: The cavalry arrives at 10:30, so be in
pl ace then.

(Wher eupon, a brief break was
t aken.)

MR. JENNINGS: Okay. Let ne -- ny role here wll
be to introduce the people who know what they're tal king
about and do the real work in some of the programs. | guess
| should point out that we are doing a selection of sone of

the research prograns and the data prograns that are nore
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directly related to FQPA inplenentation. There is obviously
a | ot of USDA research. W are not going to stray into areas
that are less directly rel ated.

So with that, our first presenter is Dennis Kopp
(phonetic) with CSREES, which generally stands for the
Cooperative States Research, Education and Extension Service.
And Dennis will cover the research progranms, sone of which
are new, that are focussed on FQPA inpl enentation.

Denni s?

MR. Al DALA: \Why don't you take the wireless, if
you want to. It's easier. \Wiichever -- whatever is easier

for you guys.

MR. KOPP: Well, welcone. | really appreciate the
opportunity to visit with you this norning. | amgoing to
sit down. | thought I would stand up, but | gave blood a

little earlier this nmorning and | feel alittle weak. So
would Iike to sit down.

STEVE: (I naudi bl e).

FEMALE SPEAKER: Yeah

(Laughter.)

MR. KOPP: | heard that, Steve. | heard that. I

woul d like to spend a couple m nutes at the beginning of this
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activity and talk a little bit about the federal engagenent
in the agricultural research and information delivery system
that relate to the pest managenent issues that | think are on
the table for this group for the next couple of days.

The reality of this is | could title this talk
sonething a little different. And | thought on the netro
com ng over, probably the best title for it would be the
al phabet soup of agriculture. Because in this town acronyns
are wonderful things. W use them as nmuch as we can. But |
would like to go ahead and talk a little bit about how sone
of those acronyms and the progranms that are underneath those
acronyns fit together.

And as an instructor one learns very early in their
career that what you try to do is to boil your talk down to a
nunmber of succinct points, tell the audi ence what those
poi nts are, cover the points, and then when you're all done,
sunmarize themvery quickly. And | would like to do that.

The three points that | want to get across this
nor ni ng are number one the big pieces. And that would be the
maj or program areas in the USDA that contribute to the issues
that are on the table for the next couple of days.

The next thing | would like to talk about is an
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unusual relationship. And there is one of those in the big
pi eces, and | would like to talk about that. And that
happens to be the agency that | work with, the Cooperative
St at es Research, Education and Extension Service.

And then the third thing I would like to just
mention and talk about is a dissection of that unusual piece
to | et you see how the prograns that we have in the area of
pest managenent actually fit together.

So I'"'mgoing to junp right into it. First of all,
there are three major big pieces in the Departnent of
Agriculture that address the areas of production, agriculture
and pest managenment. The first of these big pieces is the
Ani mal and Pl ant Health Inspection Service. And the ngjor
focus of the work that APHI S -- which is the Animal and Pl ant
Health I nspection Service. The main focus of that is in the
area of biological control, it's inplementation and the
regul ati on of biological control and other activities.

Anot her mmj or player or big piece in this puzzle is
the Agricultural Research Service, ARS. And the major focus
of the work that ARS does in production of agriculture
relates to the basic and |long term questions that need to be

answered. And that's where ARS makes its major
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contributions.

The third big piece of the puzzle is the
Cooperative States Research, Education and Extension Service.
Now it's interesting that the first two programs, APH S and
ARS, are both direct |ine agencies. They have a boss in
Washi ngton, D.C., an adm nistrator, who calls the shots, who
is very influential in determ ning the agenda of the agency
and directing the activities and resources of that agency to
make t hat happen. And this is a very good thing if you want
to get focussed activities done quickly.

The third piece in the puzzle, CSREES, does not
operate |like that, and that's what nakes it the unusual
rel ati onshi p. CSREES has only 200 and sone people in its
whol e agency. And it gets its work done by doing contract
type activities through MOUs, contracts and rel ationshi ps
with anywhere from 50 each year to maybe 150 different
institutions that have agricultural scientists working in
t hem across the United States.

So we have direct |ine agencies that can be very
responsive to need, and then we have a partnership
relationship with CSREES. The other thing is, ARS and CSREES

now seemto be doing the same thing. They both have
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researchers that are working on agricultural production
i ssues, but they do it in a very different way.

The ARS is really the extra nmural research --
excuse me -- the internural research. It is the research
that the Departnment of Agriculture can take pride in, because
it owms the people. It owns the buildings. It owns the
equi prent in the buildings. And when the |light switches are
turned on, it's ARS noney that pays for the electricity that
is used. They pay for every bit of that research. That
gives thema total direct line and capability of regulating
and directing that research.

CSREES now is the extranmural research agency and
working in this partnership it doesn't work quite as well.
VWhen you're working with partners, you don't tell your
partner what you want done. What you do is, you convince
your partner that they would be dunp as a box of rocks if
they didn't do what you wanted done. And that is the
relati onship that that agency has then with these | and grant
institutions, and the land grant institution is the mjor
pl ayer in this.

Al , we have sone handouts. Wbuld you m nd handi ng

t hem out while | continue babbling on here?
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MR. JENNINGS: | will start handing them out.

MR. KOPP: Those are the big pieces. Now Il would
like to tal k about this unusual relationship. CSREES. It
sounds like a mouth full of words. Cooperative States is
really the focus of this. This is the federal agency that
cooperatives with the states and scientists in the states
t hrough various types of prograns. The REES is very easy.
Resear ch, Education and Extension Service. Three things that
Agriculture needs to function and to deliver programns.

Now this partnership with the states is prinmarily
done with the |land grant universities, but it extends into
many institutions that are beyond the | and grant. How does
it go about doing its business? Well, it does it in a nunber
of ways. This partnership now involves working with the
states, the land grant partners, and asking those partners to
do sonmething for it.

CSREES asks the states to provide resources in the
form of people and dollars to nake agricultural research and
pest managenent research work in their state. And how good
does the state cooperate? Well, on an average, if you | ook
at all of the noney going into agricultural research that is

i nfluenced by the Cooperative States Research, Education and
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Ext ensi on Service, you would find that the states thensel ves
are paying for approximately 80 percent of that research.

And CSREES now, what does it provide in this?

Okay. It provides a funding resource for a snmall portion,
about 20 percent of that activity. It also provides national
| eadership and a national vision for where the research needs
are and the extension delivery should be.

So this unusual relationship actually works very,
very well. The states now provi de people and dollars. They
al so provide | ocal |eadership and an engagenment with the
i ssues within their individual boundaries in regards to pest
managenent issues. That is the playing field of this unusual
rel ati onship.

Now I would like to dissect one part of it. And
have provided you with two handouts. | will not read these
handouts, but | would like to point out some things to show
you how CSREES, which is a whole group of different prograns,
fits these progranms together into a coordi nated pest
managenent portfolio.

And | would like to start with the yell ow sheet
that | handed out. This is the President's budget. This is

what the President w shed woul d happen | ast March when he
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sent that out. And as we know, sonme of it will happen and
sone of it probably will be changed. |f you would open it
up, you would find that it's a threefold and the very | ast
fold has a whole bunch of nunbers on it. And I'mnot worried
about the nunmbers now. But | would like to tal k about the
prograns that are part of the pest managenment portfolio.
And this docunment right here, the yell ow document

you have in your hands, relates directly to the second

handout that | gave you, in which I have a nunber of nunbered
prograns on there that will match the prograns on your yellow
sheet. Now the nunbers on there -- if you just ignore all of

those nmultiple pages of good words that |'ve provided for
you, and sone of them are underlined, because the underlining
will tell you how the prograns differ from each other.

If you turn to the |ast page, you get a table like
this. Turn to that table, because this table now has a |ist
of the prograns that are in the CSREES budget. This is the
whol e budget. It's not all pest managenent, fol ks, but al
t he pest nmnagenent prograns are in there. So what
|"ve done on the white sheet is pull out the progranms from
the yell ow sheet that are the pest nmanagenent prograns. And

| have them nunbered, and that nunber relates to the nunber
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on the white sheet. And it's just for easy reference, so the
first nunber in parenthesis is such.

I would like to go back to the yell ow sheet -- or
go back to the al phabet soup situation and go through the
prograns. |f you want to check off the prograns in the
CSREES budget that relate directly to pest managenment issues,
directly to the issues you' re tal king about here, if you
start on the very first sheet and you see Water Quality and
Food Safety, ignore those two progranms. And the first thing
you cone to is Pesticide |Inpact Assessnent.

Now that is the wong name this year. Wat you
want to do is take your pencil and wite it behind it, area
centers. Because that is where the funding for the area
centers is coming from The Pesticide |npact Assessnent
dollars will evolve to what the Secretary of Agriculture
asked for, pest managenment centers. And this is done in
conjunction with the O fice of Pest Managenment Policy, and we
are looking forward to that as an exciting activity this
year.

The first -- let's see. (Okay. | guess | gave you
a bad steer here, folks. W're on the second page. W're

under the integrated category here. Let's continue down.
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The next itemon the integrated category is the Crops at Risk
from FQPA | nmpl enentation. The al phabet designation of that
is CARR CAR So wite that in behind, because people wil
be tal king about CAR all the time. [It's a new program This
i's new noney that came into Agriculture this year to address
crops at risk from FQPA inplenentation. And those funds wil
be used specifically for that.

The next itemdown is the FQPA Risk Mtigation
Program for Maj or Food Crop Systens. Now that acronym boils
down to RAMP, R A MP. If you have a CAR, you need a RAMP.
You' ve got it.

The next program below that is Methyl Broni de
Transition, addressing a nmajor issue associated with pest
managenent in the next few years to conme. The Methyl Bron de
Transition Program The al phabet soup relationship there is
MBT. Sone people put a Pon it, but | leave it off. MBT.

Goi ng down further, we have Invasive Species
listed, third fromthe bottom |If you notice |ooking across,
that programis not funded in the President's budget, or it's
not recomrended for funding. And we don't have an acronym
for it, but we'll get one if it gets noney.

Organic Transition is another programthat is not
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funded that is listed in here. It is funded?

FEMALE SPEAKER: Well, there is requisite noney
there for 2001.

MR. KOPP: It's 2001. W're only working with
noney in the bank, and the noney in the bank is 2000. Two
t housand and one is our wi sh |ist.

FEMALE SPEAKER: All right.

MR. KOPP: Okay. W're still working on that.
That's what Keith is doing. Okay. The Organic Transition
Programis not funded, but we hope that in 2001 we can
funding into that.

If we nmove into the Extension Activities, the first
programrelating to pest management issues is called Pest
Managenent. Geat. What is that ten mllion dollars used
for? That is the extension based funding. This is the
fundi ng that goes to the | and grant universities so that they
can put on an |IPM program -- an Integrated Pest Managenment
Program -- within their boundari es.

That's the source that provides the base funding
for our state partner to nake that happen. Wthout that
nmoney IPMwill not happen in this country. It's just a given

fact. There are people out there that are getting their
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paycheck off of that.

Al right. |If we nove down through there, the
second fromthe bottomin that Smth Lever category is the
Pesticide Applicator Training. Now PAT is the acronym for
that. And that is a programthat has been a shining star as
far as functioning, and it's a shining star in cooperation.

It involves no dollars being put in by the USDA.

But the | eadership conponent for that program-- the national
| eadership is provided by CSREES, and the funding that cones
to it cones to us through EPA. And they provide about 1.8
mllion dollars a year to all ow pesticide applicator training
to incur in all of the states and all the |and grant
institutions.

Now i f we flip back to the other side, there are
sone ot her al phabet soup pest nmnagenent -- or it's the other
side of this budget page. The budget page rips off, if you
want to carry sonething |light and you don't want to read the
wor ds.

Okay. Under Research and Education Activities, if
you nove down to the Special Research Grants, the second item
under there is Expert |PM Decision Support. That has anot her

name. That has an acronym The acronymis a wonderf ul
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acronym It's even nore -- it's even worse than CSREES.
That's what makes it wonderful. It's PMDSS. PMDSS. P-
M DSS.

That is a very interesting programin that it is an
attempt for -- it's an attenpt in the USDA to devel op an
i nformation handling system for all of the pest managenent
data in the United States. And it has been going on for a
while and it is making real good progress over the |last few
years.

The next programis the Integrated Pest Managenent
and Bi ol ogical Control. You can wite behind that a word and
an acronym You can wite behind it regional IPM And these
are the dollars that go into the four CSREES regions that the
regions utilize for pest managenment -- | PM pest managenent
activities within their individual regions. It goes out in a
conpetitive process within the region directed at the
specific problenms of that particular region.

The next program down is one of our better |oved

prograns. It's called Mnor Crop Pest Managenent, and then
the acronymis given for you in the President's Budget, |R-4.
The IR-4 program That is very well |oved, because it is

addressi ng sone of the specific needs that Agriculture is
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finding they have in their mnor crops. It addresses two
very inportant issues: the |loss of registrations and m nor
crop issues. Very strong following and very strong support
for that program

Sliding down two additional slots, you cone into
Pest Managenent Alternatives. That program has an
al phabeti cal soup acronym It's called PVAP, P M A P. Pest
Managenment Alternatives program Now that programis | ooking
at short term solutions to problens that come about in pest

managenent systens related to any sort of regulatory

activity.

(END OF TAPE ONE, SIDE TWO.)

MR. KOPP: -- was not funded in this year's budget
and it doesn't have an acronymyet. But it would, we

believe, work in conjunction with the pest managenent centers
whi ch are being devel oped out of the PMAP program And it
woul d probably be the saving grace to allow those centers to
nmove froma dreamto a reality. So it's going to be a very
i nportant line that we get put in place.

If we nove down into the next center, there is
anot her area called the National Research Initiative

Conpetitive Grounds Area. There are two |ines that you want

For The Record, |Inc.
Wal dorf, Maryl and
(301) 870- 8025



-
<
L
=
-
O
o
(@
L
>
—
- -
o
o
<
<
o
L
2
=

71

to check there. The first line, National Resources and
Envi ronment, and then go down to the third |ine and put a
check by Plants. Those don't have acronyns other than NRI --
Nati onal Research Initiative.

And this is the agency CSREES' attenpt to address
t he basic problems through conpetitive grants process. It
does very, very basic research related to pest nanagenent
i ssues. Mich of the stuff being done there won't have
application next season or the season thereafter. But 10
years down the road if this hasn't been done, we nm ght have a
big mssing link in what we hope to be a new pest nmnagenent
technol ogy. And you can wite behind there -- there is about
14 and a half mllion dollars in FY 2000 that will go into
this NRI conpetitive grants related to base research on pest
managenent i ssues.

Now |I''m not going to insult you by reading things
on there, but | would ask you if you find -- if you want to
know nore about the individual programs, they all fit
together. And | underlined how they are unique in this white
handout so you only have to read one line in each of the
nunbers. | won't burden you with reading the whol e thing.

But if you want to read nore, you're sure welcome to it.
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Because we attenpted to describe how t hese
different programs -- and we refer to this as our pest
managenent portfolio. These are many different prograns
where we have to as an agency think of innovative ways of
putting together those activities so they conplinment each
ot her and not duplicate each other. And we're doing as good
a job as we can at that.

And that's all | have to say. Al?

MR. JENNI NGS: Any questions for Dennis before we
nove on?

MR. KOPP: Yes?

MS. PELTIER: Dennis, |I'mJean-Mari Peltier with
the California Citrus Quality Council.

MR. KOPP: Yes, Jean-Mari.

MS. PELTIER: | appreciate this a lot. This is
very hel pful as to how all of these fit together in a matri X,
because it does beconme al phabet soup. And for those of us
who aren't famliar with it, this is very hel pful.

Two questions, though. These regional crop
information policy centers, where are they physically housed?

MR. KOPP: They -- okay. Let's go to the pest

managenent centers, which would be the PMdollars. Those are
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real dollars. W have themin 2000. That will be the
dollars that will inplenment the centers. They're not in
pl ace yet. But there is a conpetitive process that has been
in place since the |ast week in March.
And we have, sitting on nmy desk, a stack of
proposal s of scientists fromacross the country that are

saying, ny institution could do everything you want done in

this request for proposals. And we will panel those
proposal s and decisions will be made on where those
institutions -- or what institution will be the |ead

institution to make those centers function the third week in
June. And we probably will have the information that will go
back to the successful Pl's in early August.

MS. PELTIER: So those will be educati onal
institutions that will serve as the focus of it?

MR. KOPP: They will be educational institutions
where the centers are housed. They will be -- and the
centers are not -- we're not buying bricks and nortar with
this. What we're doing is we're putting peopl e together.

There are really two goals of those centers. One
is to reestablish an informati on network that has been

di sassenbl ed by the PM dollars no | onger being avail abl e.
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That's one goal. The other is, if we're going to have truly
regional centers, we don't want WAshington to define the
regions. We want the crop production regions to say hey, we
have enough in conmmon. W're going to be the regions.

So the second goal of these centers is over the
next three years to evolve fromthese traditional four
regions of CSREES into regional centers based on crop
producti on areas. How nany will there be? W don't know.
But we're suspecting there probably will be anywhere from
maybe eight to 10 or so regional centers that are reflective
of crop production areas.

MS. PELTIER. WII these have bodies that are
actually doing the research, or will they have access to
funds for producer groups to petition for your grants?

MR. KOPP: | don't envision them as having the
bodi es that go out and put in the field plots, but | envision

themin having the bodies that facilitate that happening. |

can use an exanple that will be famliar to you. A person
like -- a previous -- well, Rick Melnacode (phonetic) does
that. He doesn't put in the field plots, but he knows how to

put people together to nake that happen.

The second hal f of your question, will they

For The Record, |Inc.
Wal dorf, Maryl and
(301) 870- 8025



-
<
L
=
-
O
o
(@
L
>
—
- -
o
o
<
<
o
L
2
=

75
di stribute noney to make that happen, we don't know what the
lines or funding will be. But | cannot believe these wil
not be in existence, and as they pull together these CSREES
prograns in a regional manner, | very nmuch believe that sone
of the funding that is going into the other prograns will be
managed by those centers.

So, yes, there will be dollars.

MS. PELTIER: WIIl there be oversight or input from
producer groups to feed input in about the kinds of projects
they think need to be undertaken?

MR. KOPP: We wouldn't even consider a center if it
didn't have that. That's the truth. It's witten right in
t he RFP.

MS. PELTIER: COkay, good. A final other question.
|"msorry |I've asked a bunch here in a row. The natural
resources and the environnment, the NRI basic research, just
bal | park for that area and the area in plants, how nuch of
t hat ends up going to answer questions on specialty crop
agriculture as opposed to the basic corn, wheat and soybeans?

MR. KOPP: Probably very little of it goes to
either. It would be |ooking at probably some of the basic

research issues. |'mthinking of some of the biotech
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activities or the underlying foundations of sone of the new
technol ogies that will evolve into pest managenent
technology. This is really basic research. So | suspect
very little will be specifically directed at any particul ar
commodi ty.

And that really isn't the purpose of the NRI. The
NRI isn't to grow better corn or address issues of mnor
crops. It is to develop that base foundation of information
that is going to be the keystone to our next |evel of pest
managemnment .

MS. PELTIER: Thank you.

MR. JENNI NGS: Yes?

MR. LAURIE: [|I'mstill alittle confused on the
sane subject, the regional crop information and policy
centers. How does this conplinent or support or work with
al ready existing pesticide research centers that sonme of us
have at our |and grant universities?

And the second part of the question is, |'m not
sure | understand the difference between a regional crop
information -- that conponent -- and the policy conponent.
How is the center involved in the policy process?

MR. KOPP: (Okay. We're talking about a program
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here that has never been funded. And | don't know how that's
going to fit in yet, either. Wen we get funding it shoul d
conplinment what we're doing with area centers. |If it doesn't
conplinment that, it's going to be very troubl esome, because |
don't know how it would work. Because here you've got two
prograns run by the sanme agency that have to conplinent each
ot her.

So | see that as if funding beconmes avail abl e as
being a part of the activities, or allow the area centers to
begin to expand into centers that are reflective of crop
production regions. That's how | would hope that would
happen.

But since it's an unfunded program | really don't
have a good answer for your question.

MR. PITTS: Let ne take it.

MR. KOPP: Sure. Sure.

MR. PITTS: Jack, what's happened is the transition
that occurred with -- this noney is basically the old NAPI AP
noney. |It's the noney that went out through forrmula funds to
| and grants which were basically the positions that were
funded by the federal government, where Al could pick up the

phone and say, | need sone data on such and such, either for

For The Record, |Inc.
Wal dorf, Maryl and
(301) 870- 8025



-
<
L
=
-
O
o
(@
L
>
—
- -
o
o
<
<
o
L
2
=

78
research decisions we're making in the departnent or we need
this data because we're having a discussion with EPA about
Azi nphos Methyl and this particular commopdity is involved in
t hat di scussion. So what can you tell me about it.

What happened in the FY 2000 budget is basically
t hat NAPI AP noney went from being a forrmula fund, which
M chi gan State and other universities basically count on as
bei ng noney in the bank. It came to themannually. It got
turned into a conpetitive grants program

So it's atransition | think that we all feel like
needed to be done. However, it's cone at kind of an
i nopportune time for us, because Al had just gotten to the
poi nt where we had done sonme reforns within the NAPI AP
program and the program was being very responsive to our
needs.

So we kind of had a nmonkey wrench thrown into this,
where universities that had counted on this noney in the past
no |l onger had access to it, and we're going through a
conpetitive grants process now basically to rebuild that
whol e infrastructure. And I think in the Iong haul we wl|
see a systemthat is even going to be nobre responsive.

| also think it's going to be a systemthat we are

For The Record, |Inc.
Wal dorf, Maryl and
(301) 870- 8025



-
<
L
=
-
O
o
(@
L
>
—
- -
o
o
<
<
o
L
2
=

79
-- as Dennis eluded to -- able to take sone of the noney |ike
the Crops at Risk and RAMP and eventually | et that be handl ed
at the regional |evel by the stakehol der panels that are
involved in these pest nmanagenent centers.

So that is the policy interface. These centers are
going to continue to be the folks that Al is going to be
dependi ng on to answer questions. They're also going to be
responsi ble for doing the crop profiles and working with
commodi ty groups on the pest nmanagenent strategic plans. And
hopefully having a research granting mechani smas wel | .

MALE SPEAKER: These are not restricted to | and
grants, correct, for any institution?

MR. KOPP: The different funding |ines have
different eligibilities. Some of the eligibilities extend
beyond. AlIl of the integrated categories in the yellow
sheet, four year colleges and universities, all of themin
the United States, are eligible.

MR. JENNI NGS: Yes?

MS. WTTENBERG. Margaret Wttenberg with Wole
Foods Market. | notice that you had tal ked about the NR
funded pest managenent research. And on the white sheet in

the nore detail it says that it supports the devel opnent of
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fundament al know edge needed to formthe basis of novel pest
managenent strategies, etc.

And you had nmentioned that this is research of
bi ot echnol ogy. 1Is this noney all towards biotechnol ogy
solutions, or is there any thought of going into sustainable

agriculture techniques and novi ng nore towards that or

organi c techniques -- organic agriculture techniques?
MR. KOPP: It is not all in biotech. | used that
as an exanple. It's probably an exanple that everybody in

the roomcan relate to, because that has been sort of a drift
of an awful ot of the base ag research

It -- again, as | said, it wasn't targeted towards
any particular commodity. It is not targeted towards any
particular, let's say, production system such as organic or
sust ai nable. The base research, if it is good sound
research, should be applicable to not only many different
commodities, but also to many different production systenms or
types of production systens. But it is not all biotech.

MS. WTTENBERG. Well, how do you make the
determ nation? |'msure you get a significant nunmber of
di fferent grant proposals.

MR. KOPP: Ckay.
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MS. WTTENBERG. So how do you nmke the decision on
-- if you consider those three different nethods or
alternatives towards working for pest managenent strategies?

MR. KOPP: (Okay. That probably isn't even figured
in the process, because this is a totally conpetitive process
built to alnbst mimc the NRI grants process. There is a
request for applications or a request for proposals that goes
out once a year. And then the scientists across the country
wite their proposals for that request for proposal

And then a peer panel is brought in, and they are

then -- these projects are all in the various categories --
i n entonol ogy, plant pathology and such -- and they are al
eval uat ed.

Now to get the 14.5 million, what we've done is

we' ve | ooked at the types of research that is being done in
NRI in all of these different categories. And those that
relate to devel opi ng technol ogies that m ght relate to pest
managenent, we pull out and we highlight and that's how we
cone up with the 14.5 mllion.

These are not dollars that are specifically
answered to any one particular thing. It mght be -- sone of

t hose m ght be entonol ogy, plant pathol ogy and nemat ol ogy
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type studies. O they m ght even be | ooking at enzyne
systenms in certain insects that would relate to any. Looking
for that weak |ink that we can go ahead and pull |egs out
fromunderneath a particul ar pest, weed or di sease problem

MR. JENNINGS: If | may try to -- Dennis probably
can't say this. But probably the npost direct result of any
fundi ng here will be publications in the Journal of
El ectrobi ol ogy and things like that. So it's way off.

MR. KOPP: You're right. | couldn't say that and I
woul dn't say that, as a matter of fact, Al.

MR. JENNINGS: It's hard to find out how nuch of it
rel ates to anything today.

MR. KOPP: Yeah, it's |ooking down the road.
Question? Yes.

STEVE: It seens to nme ultimately with FQPA and
i npl ementation that in order to ensure the safe use of
pesticides, one of the nost inportant things we can do is to
deal with the training issues associated with the pesticide
appl i cators.

Can you talk just for a second about how USDA and
EPA have arrived at the funding | evels they have for the

pesticide applicator training progranf
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MR. KOPP: | can tell you how the USDA arrives at
it. It has not funded the PAT programin dollars that go to
the state. The decisions that are involved in that, | really
don't know. | mean, you know, there are hard deci sions that
are made at budget time, and this is an area that we
traditionally have not funded.

We do provide the |eadership in putting the
prograns together nationally, and we also work in very cl ose
coordi nation with EPA. Now EPA has been a yeonan in
provi di ng that funding through the years that is then -- goes
into the state land grants. It goes through our agency, but
it is passed to us from EPA and then it's distributed.

The thought process on the amount that EPA will put
into this is a question that EPA could probably better
respond to than |

MALE SPEAKER: Steve, let ne just add sonet hing.

The fact that it is not in the FY 2000 budget doesn't nean
that USDA didn't -- responding to this program we did ask
for one and a half mllion. It was not funded.

| think where we stand with the FY 2001 budget
right now, it does look |like one of the chanmbers -- |'m not

sure which one -- has put one and a half mllion in for USDA
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prograns. So our intent would be to conbine that up with
what ever EPA is able to put in the program as well.

And | think as we go on through the FQPA
i npl enment ation i ssue and sone of the peripheral related
i ssues that we've had to deal with as part of this as well
we do realize that there is a need to do a heavy investnment

in this kind of infrastructure. And | hope it's part of the

di scussion that we'll be having over the course of this
commttee. It's definitely an under utilized programin nany
senses. It certainly is one that is undefined.

MR. KOPP: | know there is opportunity for growth

there. Thank you.
MR. JENNINGS: One nore question, mybe? One nore?

Ckay.

MR. WHI TACRE: Dennis, on the special research
grants, there is -- other is 57.7 mllion. MWhat is in that
nunber ?

MR. KOPP: Could you help ne where you're at?

MR. WHITACRE: All right. I'mon the first table
on the yell ow sheet.

MR. KOPP: Oh, special research grants. Okay. And

into other? Okay. Those would be base funds that would go
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to support the agricultural experiment stations in the |and
grant institutions. And that then provides the scientists,
or a portion of the scientists in the |and grant
institutions, as well as the superstructure of research that
exi sts throughout the country.

So that's -- it's a big investnent and it's
virtually thousands of people scattered across the country.

MR. JENNI NGS: These are Hill earmarks and we don't
put those in the present budget.

MR. WHI TACRE: There is one other programthat you
didn't nention which is still hanging on by its fingernails,
but that's this Section 401 of the initiative for the future
of food and agriculture systens.

And a caveat -- | won't go into any huge detail
We do have sone FY 1999 to 2000, which it was a two year,
that ran toward research prograns that the budget committee
prohi bited us from spending. But they forgot to put a
prohibition on the '99 noney this year, so we have 120
mllion dollars that we have put an RFP out. And | think
within that 120 mllion, the Secretary did designate
sonewhere between 25 and 30 being able for natural resource

and general pest managenent related issues. So those grants
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are out.

And how we dealt with the pest namnagenent issue is
where a commodity group or a research institute -- and these
are available to any research institution which has the
capability, including private -- that if you basically cone
in with a proposal that was a conbi nation of crops at risk or
RAMP or had some conplexity to it that was beyond the 406
prograns, which are crops at risk, RAMP and Met hyl Brom de
transition programs, we would try it with one of those
prograns through this.

And so far, because our approach still is not done
for FY 2001, we do have that noney available to us. | think
t he Senate has not rescinded the noney fromus. The House
has done that, the noney that we have in hand now. So we are
trying to get that out the door.

MALE SPEAKER: Very qui ckly.

MR. KOPP: Thank you

MR. JENNI NGS: Okay. Thanks, Dennis. Qur next
presenter is Doug Caqui no (phonetic), who is fromthe Natural
Agricultural Statistics Service, who will talk to us about
the activities of NASS in the area of pest managenment.

And with that, Doug?
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MR. CAQUINO Well, 1'll begin by there is another
handout. We want you to leave with |lots of paper. No, not
really. The intent is to certainly provide you nore detail
than we can address in the short time of this norning.

So, again, good norning, |adies and gentlenen. |
woul d like to introduce you to the Natural Agricultural
Statistics Service. Many of you or sonme of you certainly are
fam liar with our program Ohers are not. But we are
certainly responsible for survey and census data activities
and gat hering and di ssem nation of information for the
Depart ment of Agriculture.

We col lect statistics in a timely manner,
consistent and scientifically based. Statistically reliable
and in a transparent manner with a probability based program
effort targeting and collecting data from agricul tural
producers.

Your handout is essentially a narrative of ny
tal king points. | had an overhead that I won't -- | don't
have it in Power Point, so I'mnot going to display it. But
basically it covers and focuses on the environnmental program
t hat has been inplenented to date that NASS has been an

i ntegral part of.
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The program-- | think | need to point out,
al though it's probably -- it's maybe somewhat redundant. The
programis defined and bounded by resources. And, of course,
as you know, these resources originate from Congress in terms
of budget and staff allocations. And also | think another
key el ement of this is data users' needs determ ne the focus
and target of how those resources are utilized. And I'l]I
talk a little bit nore about that in the course of the next
few m nut es.

First | would like to -- I"mgoing to sort of talk

t hrough the tal king points based on your narrative and the

subheadi ngs that you have in your handout. From a historical
perspective, | would like to just |eave you with a few key
poi nts.

NASS began our effort in data collection of
chem cal use statistics in response to -- in 1990 with the
Water Quality and Food Safety initiatives, and of course nore
recently with FQPA in 1996. Since 1990 we have been invol ved
with annually publishing reports and statistics covering
maj or field crops and in alternating years fruit and
veget abl e data associated with chem cal usage. Also your

handout identifies a nunber of these nunerous ot her chem cal
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use reports that we have been publishing on an annual or
periodi ¢ basis.

We continually on an annual basis eval uate these
prograns and address themfrom-- | would like to point out
three, at |least, major areas. One is coverage needs.
Secondly, survey nethodol ogies. And third, another key
el ement is response burden and ability to report these data.

And a part of that process of how we acconplish it
is through sonme -- NASS has been very actively involved wth
partnering and interacting with a number of organizations.
And that is not restricted or limted to just organizations
within USDA and certainly the coll aboration with the Ofice
of Pest Managenent Policy. But also extending beyond the
agencies that are going to be sharing here this morning in
di scussi ons, and include the Environnental Protection Agency,
ot her governnment agencies, state departnments of agriculture,
university researchers, etc. All part of this process of
assessing in partnering in terns of ensuring that we end up
with products that are useful, that are defensible and that
are addressing the needs of our constituents.

Well, in essence | guess | would |ike to maybe

sunmari ze what we think are at | east sonme of our key program
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goals. And one is -- or first is to provide essenti al
pesticide use data statistics for the chem cal use in risk
assessnent. And secondly, provide support as a statistical
agency to other organizations -- in many cases, government
agenci es that are collaborating as well as universities -- on
this subject of cheni cal use.

Being proactive | think is also an effort or a
chal l enge that we undertake in terns of devel opi ng and
eval uating new progranms. |'Il talk nmonmentarily about a
programthat is in its infancy stage right now. But we're
devel opi ng specifications and will be initiating a new data
collection effort associated with nursery and greenhouse for
chem cal use data collection, targeted to begin the first of

this next year for the year 2000 crop year.

That's in process. |It's a new program and we'|l |l
talk just nonmentarily later about that. So this is a dynanc
process. It continues. It's not the sane fromone day to

the next. Another key elenent of this, of course, is being
able to provide this information that we collect and conpile
in a manner that is accessible and that it is easily useable
by constituents and by data users.

One effort that we have undertaken in the |ast year
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and spent a good deal of resource energies is working with
organi zati ons and agencies like EPA, with BEAD and with staff
that are literally down at the technical |evel using this
information, and ensuring that they understand the scope and
t he net hodol ogy and that interpretation is properly enployed
fromthe data that has been collected. That's just one
exanpl e.

And then, of course, finally maintaining the
integrity of a good statistical programw th good statistical
results and quality of data that serves the needs of all the
public, not just one constituent or a specific group.

So this data collection programreally depends on
several voluntary -- and | stress the point -- voluntary
surveys of respondents to conpile this chem cal use
information for the nation's agricultural producers. So
during a typical production year, we're surveying typically
at | east on a normal year about five national |evel surveys
that are conducted focussing on these priorities.

And |I'm not going to give you a whole |ist of
acronyns or nanmes. But let nme just list these real quickly
for you, because they'll tie into a little bit of the end

di scussions relative to the specific commpdities of interest.
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But the Agricultural Resource Managenent Survey.
These are annual surveys that are conducted. This particul ar
survey is coordinated and in partnering with the Econom c
Research Service to provide information relative to field
crops or major field crops. And I'Il cone back to the
commodity breakdown in a little bit.

Secondly, we conduct on an alternating year basis a
vegetable, fruit and nut chem cal use survey. This is a
separate survey targeted specifically to those -- that
i ndustry or those industries.

A third maj or survey activity is independently
focussing, with a maj or objective of |ooking at chem cal
usage, on post-harvest commodities. And typically we target
two commmpdities on a given year for specific information
related to chem cals that are applied where the particul ar
focus or need would be at that point in tine. And that's
been in place since 1997.

We al so periodically and have broaden our coverage
-- and this varies fromyear to year. There has been a focus
on collecting baseline statistics on |livestock and |ivestock
facility chemi cal use to be able to | ook at the whole nmacro

pi cture of what is the total chem cal usage in agriculture.
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And | mght add, as | said earlier, the last or
nore recent survey activity that is initiated -- or we wll
be initiating this com ng year is the nursery and greenhouse
chem cal use survey, which will be conducted on a biannual
basi s.

Al'l these surveys basically contribute a core of
information for pesticide use statistics covering the areas
appl i ed, the number of applications, rates of application,
rates per crop year and total active ingredients applied.

In addition to the pesticide use statistics, of
course we also collect, and have collected, statistics
related to pesticide managenent practices and certainly the
link to the integrated pest nmanagenent program And al so an
especially critical elenment that led to the initiation of the
programin 1990 is fertilizer statistics as it relates to
water quality, etc.

Qur commodity coverage -- and | want to point out
just a few key points there. Your narrative gives you a |ot
nore detail that |I'mcertainly not going to cover. But this
has changed over time, and this is a dynam c process that is
i npacted by bottom |line resources and also a | earning curve.

We're starting, for exanple, with the nursery and

For The Record, |Inc.
Wal dorf, Maryl and
(301) 870- 8025

-
<
L
=
-
O
o
(@
L
>
—
- -
o
o
<
<
o
L
2
=




-
<
L
=
-
O
o
(@
L
>
—
- -
o
o
<
<
o
L
2
=

94
greenhouse program at a funding | evel |[ess than what we
originally had requested or expected. So we're beginning,
not only because of funding requirenents and resource
requi renents, but also the learning curve of understandi ng
the conplexity of the industry. W' re beginning in sonmewhat
of an elenmentary stage, but it has some basic core statistics
that we intend to publish for that particul ar industry.

As we | earn through the process of one or two
iterations, we will hopefully be able to refine, expand and
target maybe certain nodul es or particular areas of interest
within these respective industries.

And that's a point that | want to | eave you with as
you | ook at the different commpdities that we' ve covered and
t he coverage of these commodities. They are all linked -- |
t hi nk anot her key elenment is that they all |ink back to our
production statistics. So if you're |ooking at acreage that
is treated for corn, for exanple, it all relates back to how
much corn is produced in the United States. What is the
acreage.

So in the case of the nursery program which was
nonexi stent and we did not have nursery production

statistics, in order to develop that program we've al so had
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to expand that particular elenment of our estimating program
in NASS in order to have that bridge.

For field crops we have rotated on a limted basis
what commodities we're surveying fromyear to year. The core
has been cotton, soybeans and corn. W do not survey every
state in the United States that is a corn producer. W're
targeting maj or producing areas, which our targets have been
80 to 85 percent of planted acreage covering 30 plus states.

In the | ast couple of years, because of need and
because al so we're | ooking at burden and other factors, we've
rotated wheat and potatoes in and out of the program from
year to year and redirected those resources to collect
information. In the com ng year, for exanple, we rotated out
pot atoes and we're collecting information associated with
rice and sugar beets for the first time with field crops.

Resources |imt us fromcollecting data for every
commodity for every year. Plus another key el enment of that
is burden on the constituents or respondents to coll ect that
information. | pointed out earlier that this information is
coll ected on a voluntary basis of agriculture producers. W
have received and had very cooperative support and very good

support fromthe industries to provide this information. Qur
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response rates exceed in nost cases 80 to 90 percent, in that
range, of participation.

And part of our successes have been our ability to
mar ket and pronote, and with your all's help pronote the
pur pose and uses of these data. But if you exceed -- you
reach a certain point where you have dinmnishing returns. |If
you collect the data too frequent, or it's not appropriately
used, or the product loses its utility, then you start seeing
a downward trend. So we're trying to keep at the top of that
curve and be optimal.

In the case of vegetabl es and a coupl e of other
commodity areas that | want to highlight for this com ng
year, later this fall we will begin collecting additional
crops in the vegetable area. In fact, we're expanding from
23 to 42 crops in 19 states for this current year. That is
i ncluding a number of commdities that we historically
haven't collected because they're fairly regionalized or
| ocalized. But they are still significant in terns of
| ooking at safety for particularly infants and chil dren,
which is the part of the enphasis on FQPA

In the fruit industry, in 1999, which was the |ast

data survey period of record, we expanded to 30 commpdities

For The Record, |Inc.
Wal dorf, Maryl and
(301) 870- 8025



-
<
L
=
-
O
o
(@
L
>
—
- -
o
o
<
<
o
L
2
=

97
in 14 states, which covers essentially all of the fruits

except for the tropicals which are primarily grown in Hawaii

Anot her couple of key areas. | nentioned post-
harvest cheni cal use and applications. And there we have
coll ected data on basically two commoditi es per year,
beginning in 1977 with -- or 1997, excuse nme, with apples and
pot at oes and t hen subsequent years with corn, wheat, soybeans
and oats. In the current year we're collecting information
on rice and peanuts.

And how do we arrive at that determ nation? That's
in collaborative efforts with USDA, with the O fice of Pest
Managenent Policy, with EPA and organizations as to where is
there the greatest need and the nost enphasis at the present
tinme.

| mentioned horticulture and nursery. A couple
other details related to that, right now we're targeting
roughly 17 states to be included in that chem cal use survey.
And that would be a sanple for operations of $10,000 in gross
sales or larger. So we will be excluding the very snall
operations, at least in this initial effort.

That gives you a little bit of background in terns
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of coverage. | did nention that we do -- we al so have
publ i shed |ivestock and general farm chem cal use statistics,
primarily for base lining. W' ve also over a period of the
| ast several years collected, and continue to collect,
pestici de managenent practice information to | ook at the
progression and the inprovenent and the adoption of those
prograns at the national and regional |evels.

A coupl e of other key points just in closing. One
is accessibility to this data. This information, of course
as nost of you, | think, know, is available by subscription,
or nore accessible and less costly it's free on our web site,
whi ch you have information in your handout. You also can
contact any one of our field offices.

We're working in |ooking at devel opnment of some new
strategi es and new ways to provide this information in nore
of a user friendly node. That is in devel opnment and
hopefully we will have some products available. Later this
year is our intent.

As far as contacts for further information or
clarification, you have those in your handout. | would |ike
to in closing, though, encourage you to direct any questions

you have either to nyself. |'malso pleased -- | would |ike

For The Record, |Inc.
Wal dorf, Maryl and
(301) 870- 8025



-
<
L
=
-
O
o
(@
L
>
—
- -
o
o
<
<
o
L
2
=

99

to introduce Linda Hutton who joined ne this nmorning. She is
our Chief here in Washington of our Environmental Econom c
and Denographi cs Branch. What that neans, the publications
and products that | tal ked about are the responsibility of
her staff.

My primary role is to ensure that these program
areas, all these surveys, deliver the type of data in a
tinmely manner and in a consistent manner as | descri bed
earlier with these goals to her shop for final analysis and

ultimate publication.

So with that, | appreciate the opportunity to be
here this morning. | would be glad to answer any quick
guesti ons.

MR. JENNINGS: Tinme for a couple, yeah. Wally?

MR. EWART: One of the areas specifically that is
of great interest to a ot of the compdities is the way pre-
harvest intervals and reentry periods are comng into view
with the review of all of these chemicals. And your data
initially certainly didn't cover either one of those areas to
hel p us out.

And | just want to know what your status is in

working with the Office of Pesticide Managenent to really,
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you know, work that out and try to get that data that is
critically needed right now?

MR. CAQUINO Excellent question. |In fact, | was
in a neeting a week ago in M chigan where sonme of you may be
aware that we've done a couple of pilot studies two years ago
where we collected for the first time in a test of capturing
or being able to collect target pest information, as well as
pre-harvest interval associated with vegetabl es.

And we have a research program or project that we
shoul d have -- or Mchigan State will be providing a report.
| think there are like 17 vegetable commdities, in this
case, only for the State of Mchigan. 1It's a pilot that
woul d be avail able, | would expect within the next nmonth or
two months at the | atest.

This past year we collected information for fruits
in three states: Washington, Florida and M chigan. W
encountered sonme very intense respondent burden concerns that
we're trying to address, and truly we're eval uating
strategies to be responsive to providing this information.

Anot her conplexity associated with this are states
whi ch have adopted mandatory reporting. California is an

excel l ent exanple. Their mandatory data requirenments do not
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i nclude these particular conponents. So that is also in the
forefront of our discussions, and they have been also as we
coll aborate with the States of Oregon and W sconsin in
| ooking at their upcom ng and devel opnment programs to capture
this type of information.

So | don't have a quick or short termanswer. W
will have some prelimnary results or initial results from
the pilots that we've done, Wally. But the long termthrust
of this, I think it comes down to two factors. One is we
have to devel op an appropriate strategy to coll ect these
types of information so we can collect information in a | east
burdensome manner, but also a quality manner. And secondly,
it comes down to resources.

(END OF TAPE TWO, SI DE ONE)

MALE SPEAKER: -- effort to qualify why there are
changes in variability fromyear to year due to weat her
conditions, product availability or things of that nature?

MR. CAQUINO  Qur function, which my have come out
in my discussion, is strictly to provide the statistics for
anal ysts and further interpretation by experts which my be -
- you know, whether it be a university or other sites.

No. Qur objective as a statistical agency is to
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provide factual information that is scientifically based, but
not to try to interpret the results beyond the point of
ensuring that the data are valid and are of quality and
def ensi bl e.

MR. JENNINGS: Tinme for one nore. Ckay, | guess
Jam e?

MS. CLOVER- ADAMS: | just have one question. \When
you tal ked about how your data goes from NASS over to EPA to
use in the risk assessnents, do you include in that -- or is
included in that database data that has been gathered by
state statisticians specifically on compdities in a state?

So if a state took the initiative to go collect
their own data and enhance what NASS has done, is that part
of the database that goes to EPA to nake risk assessnent
deci si ons?

MR. CAQUNO Only to the extent that that is a
col |l aborative effort that is a part of our national program
So if a state -- and let nme translate that.

MS. CLOVER- ADAMS: Pl ease.

MR. CAQUINO If a state is conducting their own
survey effort that has not been built into the design of our

national data collection program-- in other words, we do
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col l aborate with states |ike Kansas and a nunber of other
states if they let us know and we can work up front.
Basi cal |y they suppl enent our sanple size at the national
| evel so that that information is follow ng the sane
nmet hodol ogy and the sane process. So, yes, in turn that
information is available and is a part of that effort.

But if a state is functioning i ndependent, and
maybe our state office has worked with a P-AP or, you know, a
state departnment of agriculture on a separate project, that
i nformati on woul d have to be accessed by EPA through ot her
nmeans for use by EPA

MS. CLOVER- ADAMS: And secondly, you tal ked about
reporting burden. Have you seen on a national |evel any
decline in participation in feeling from producers that they
just don't want to provide this information?

MR. CAQUINO | hate to generalize to that extent.
| think we have been very successful over the |long term here,
or at least the short termsince the '90's, to maintain
response rates at a very high level. There is sone variance,
you know, fromyear to year in certain areas of the country
or maybe for a particular commodity or industry.

But | would say no. | think it's maintained that
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| evel . Now whether we can continue that sane achi evenent
over a |longer period of time will be dependent -- | think one
of the critical elenents is being able to ensure the
constituents that this information is truly being used in the
deci si on maki ng process.

| keep hearing that question, and we're constantly
respondi ng to that question regularly.

MR. JENNI NGS: Yeah. Steve, you had a tie with
Jam e, so ask your question and then we need to go on.

STEVE: |'Il try to be real quick. Traditionally
the data |I've seen reported is pounds of pesticide use by
acre or by crop. But |I've not seen sonething that, | think,
tells an entirely different picture, and that is pounds used
per unit of food produced.

And | don't know if you all do that. Have you ever
considered taking a look at that? Because that really paints
a different picture of efficiency.

MR. CAQUINO We haven't, as you know, Steve,
presented it in that fashion. | think that's an interesting
point for us to consider. And we are |ooking at, and woul d
wel cone, you know, ideas fromthis audience to facilitate

interpretation and use. W're |ooking at sone other
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alternatives, but not that particular one at present.

MR. JENNI NGS: Okay. Thank you, Doug. Doug will
probably be here over the lunch break, so if you have nore
guestions, you can talk to himthen.

To continue on, we have two nore data collection
prograns to talk about, two that are absolutely critical in
the dietary risk assessnment. Dietary risk assessnments, as
you know, are driven off of what and how nmuch do you eat and
how much residue is there. So our next two presenters wll
tal k about those two subjects.

First is Elana Moshea (phonetic) fromthe
Agricultural Research Service. And | think it's called the
Food Surveys Research Group. |Is that close? And that group
has been collecting data, essentially answering the question
of what do we eat in America, for a nunmber of years. And
|"ve asked Elana to talk to you about the survey and the
results and the plans.

Thanks.

MS. MOSHEA: |'ve got a handout as well. A couple
of them Good norning, everyone. W're going to talk about
food just before lunch. In the time |I have this nmorning I

just want to talk about first, briefly describe USDA's Food
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Consunpti on Survey Program and second, talk to you a little
bit about work that we have been col |l aborating and worki ng
closely on with EPA to take the data fromthe Food
Consunpti on Survey Program and nmake it useful in the
pesticide risk assessnment worKk.

A coupl e of handouts are going out. One is
descri bing USDA' s npst recent national Food Consunption
Survey. |It's USDA' s tenth nati onwi de Food Consunpti on
Survey. |t was conducted over four years, 1994 through ' 96,
and then one final year of collection in 1998.

VWhat we do is knock on the doors of Anmericans and
ask themif we can come in. And we sit down across their
kitchen table and ask them everything they ate and drank the

| ast 24 hours in pretty great detail.

We enjoy, | think, a very good response rate. Doug
was tal ki ng about response rate and response burden. | think
the American public is still willing to |l et the governnment

inside their home and tell them details about their life,
which we're very glad of. This |atest survey had about an 80
percent response rate, which is very good froma nationa
sanpl e of househol ds drawn.

The survey can take, depending on the individual in
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a househol d, from anywhere to an hour to up to two to two and
a half hours. There is no nonetary incentive or paynent for
t hese individuals for doing this. This is out of the
goodness of their heart. W give them sone, what we think
are gifts: an insulated bag, neasuring cups and spoons and a

special ruler. And to a typical Anerican, they're still

happy to get that. | see sone chuckles. But people are glad
to get those kinds of things, so it's still boding well for
us.

| tal ked about the four years of collection. The
first were from'94 to '96. This was on 15,000 Anericans
across the country sanpled. W collect two non-consecutive
days of food intake on each of these Americans. It's a
st andardi zed, scientifically peer reviewed methodol ogy that
is used.

The '98 year of collection was just on young
children, zero or infancy up to nine years of age. This
final year of collection for this |last survey was done
directly in response to the Food Quality Protection Act to
provi de additional data on very young children.

And t hat data obviously has finished in collection.

Al'l of the data now has been revi ewed and processed and
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released. It's on a two disk CD-ROMthat is available. |
have a few copies with ne that after we finish if anyone has
a burning need for it right now --

MALE SPEAKER: We'Il have an aucti on.

MS. MOSHEA: -- they can -- we'll have an auction.

FEMALE SPEAKER: W th neasuring spoons?

(Laughter.)

MS. MOSHEA: Well, if you cone to the Beltsville
Agricultural Research Center field day, we give those out at
field day. But unfortunately we don't have measuring spoons
for you. But if |I would have known you wanted them | coul d
have bought them w th ne.

Anyway, | have a few of the CD s available. All of
the data that is collected on this survey is publicly
rel eased. The questionnaires are on the CD. All the
nmet hodol ogy of how we collect the survey is on the CD. You,
in fact, could replicate the survey, except for the sanple
design, with the information on this CD. So it's al
publicly avail abl e.

It can be purchased fromthe National Techni cal
| nformati on Center for $90.00. And on the second page of the

stapled fact sheet the information on how to order it is
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there. But | would be happy to mail it to all of the CARAT
menbers if | -- if Al probably wants to provide nme an address
for all of them So just let nme know.

The second handout is a summary of the information
that is collected. There are five different questionnaires.
There is just a wealth of information fromthis survey, and
this is a general sunmary of that information in addition to
the detailed information of food intake.

The second itemthat | wanted to tal k about was a
project we've been working on with EPA to take the
information fromthis survey and translate it into comobdity
i ntake. Americans report what they eat and the way they eat
it on their plate -- pizza and hanburgers on a bun, etc.

But that's not the way the governnent regul ates
pesticides that are used on crops. W regul ate wheat and
pot at oes and tomat oes. So that wonderful data that Americans
give us on what they have eaten has to be translated into
t hose EPA defined commpdities. And we have worked and done
that translation on all four years of this data. That work
now has been transferred to EPA and it's in its final stages
of review there. And nmy understanding in working closely

with our counterparts at EPA is they will be releasing that
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transl ation on a
CD- ROM as wel | .

So this CD-ROMis the foot intake data the way
people report it. There will be another CD-ROM conm ng out
that will be this food intake data, consunmed by all the
i ndi vi dual s, 22,000 across Anerica over those four years,
into EPA defined commpbdities. | want to be sure you
understand the differences between those two particul ar
pr oduct s.

Wth that, | think I'"lIl close unless there are any
guesti ons.

MS. PELTIER: | think there is a lot of interest in
this NASS data that you've collected here. But | think there
are sonme other specific questions that seemto conme up a | ot
when you tal k about this in the context of FQPA.

For instance, in this area of |ooking at food
nutrient related variables, do you ask -- if it tal ks about a
child eating it, do you ask whether the product was consuned
fresh or processed? Whether it was processed baby food?

MS. MOSHEA: Yes. There is extensive detail. And
as we designed these surveys and the questionnaires, we work

with all of the federal users that use this data, and EPA is
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one of those users that we consult with.

So, for exanple, on baby foods there is very
specific data that is collected, right down even to brand
names of baby foods, and it's reported by brand nane on our
dat abase.

What was the earlier part of the question you asked
about baby food?

MS. PELTIER. Well, the other question is, how el se
woul d this data be used? | nean, | know -- I'mfamliar with
it within the EPA context.

MS. MOSHEA: Uh- huh.

MS. PELTIER: But other things, |ike kind of eating
occasion. You know, whether it was breakfast, |unch or
di nner. Obviously within the EPA context it doesn't matter.

How el se does the agency use this data?

MS. MOSHEA: ©Oh. The data is used extensively by a
nunber of different federal agencies that are involved with
food programs and food regulation and policy. It is used to
set food fortification |evels.

In 1999 the Food and Drug Adm nistration required
fortification of Folaid (phonetic) in grain products. This

consunpti on data was used to deterni ne what should the |evel
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of fortification of Folaid be and what types of food products
should it be required on. That's one exanple.

It is used extensively in USDA's Federal Food
Assi stance Progranms. On the sanple -- or on this fact sheet
you can see that we over sanple for the |ow incone
popul ation. So we're concerned about the poorest of the
poor. What is their nutrient intake? Wat is their food
sufficiency? Are they getting enough to eat?

So those are just a couple other exanmples of how
this information is used. The President recently announced
t he year 2000 dietary guidelines for Americans. What
Ameri cans should eat to maintain health and prevent disease.
This food consunption data was used in that process of
det erm ni ng what those new dietary guidelines should be.

MS. PELTIER: And one final question.

MS. MOSHEA: Uh- huh.

MS. PELTIER: The statistical significance of the
i ndi vi dual ethical groups that you surveyed for, | guess --
you know, it's a programthat is designed to be used in a |ot
of different ways.

My question is, how do we assure that the

collection of this data from specific ethical groups and
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specific age groups is going to be particularly significant
for EPA to use it the way they are in making a deterni nation
of whether or not there is a problemidentified with
consunption of particular foods?

In other words, if you're doing this randonly, how
do you know you have the right make up of --

MR. JENNI NGS: You m ght want her to repeat the
guesti on.

MS. MOSHEA: You want ne to repeat that question?

(Laughter.)

MS. PELTIER: |'m sorry.

MS. MOSHEA: It's a very good question and it cones
up frequently. Let nme repeat it and be sure |I've got the
essence of it.

How are we assured that the sanple is statistically
reliable, one in terms of ethic groups of the population in
this country, as well as various age groups of the
popul ati on?

Let nme answer the age groups first. Wth the |ast
year of collection, the 1998 year of collection for very
young children, the sanple size for the first three years was

not sufficient according to EPA for |ooking at risk
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assessnment for very young children. And that's why USDA went
back out in the field in 1998 with the sanme net hodol ogy and
sanpl e defined to gather up the sanme kind of data on 5, 300
young children, zero to nine years of age, so we would have a
very weal thy and rich database for very young children. Now
up to the age of 19, this database provides two days of
dietary intake on 12,000 children. So that's a very strong
dat abase for use and statistical analysis.

For ethnic groups the popul ation was sanpl ed based
on what the population is. Qur sanple is about -- |'m going
to probably give the wong statistic. But |I think it's close
to 12 to 14 percent bl acks, which is about what bl acks
represent in the United States. Certainly whites nmake up the
maj ority of the sanple. VWhen you get any
further down into other ethnic groups, the reliability of the
nunbers is limted, driven by the sanmple size and you heard
earlier this norning, you know, driven by resources.

MS. PELTIER: Thank you.

MALE SPEAKER: Do you ask any questions on food
preparation, where they wash the food before they prepare it?
| didn't see that in here anywhere.

MS. MOSHEA: Yes. Yes, we do. We ask about food
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washing for -- | believe it's for fresh fruits and
veget abl es. We al so have sonme specific questions about outer
| eaves being trimed off fromvarious types of foods. And
t hat was done specifically in response to EPA's request.

We asked sone specific questions on hone food grown
-- consunption of food grown by garden or given by gifts that
were home grown. We asked sone specific questions on fish
and consunmption of fish from various places. And these
guestions were specific fromthe Environnental Protection
Agency.

And the questionnaires are right on this CD, as
wel |l as the questionnaires are on our web site. And if |
could just take one nore second. | know Al is |ooking at the
time. On the bottom of both of the fact sheets is our web
site address, and you can downl oad our survey questionnaires
as well fromthe web site if you don't want to get onto a CD.

MALE SPEAKER: Anything on the preference for
organi c versus regular food? | nmean, do they nake a choice
goi ng through the organic section of the supernarket?

MS. MOSHEA: We do not have that on this particul ar
guestionnaire.

MALE SPEAKER: 1'll be real brief. | just had one
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guestion, kind of a follow up to Jean-Mari's. Do you al so
consi der social economc |evel other than ethnicity?

MS. MOSHEA: Yes, we do.

MALE SPEAKER: Is it weighted?

MS. MOSHEA: Yes, it is.

MALE SPEAKER: Are your figures weighted?

MS. MOSHEA: Yes, it is. One of our weighing
factors is inconme -- household incone -- because that's very
inportant in ternms of food intake, and specifically for USDA
with the Federal Food Assi stance programns.

My phone nunber is also on the fact sheets, so as
you get into this data and you have ot her questions, please
feel free.

KEI TH: | have several questions -- (inaudible) --
on the issue of outliers and how they' re dealt with. But --
(i naudi bl e) -- any discussions you m ght have on EPA --

(i naudi bl e) ?

MS. MOSHEA: We have an extensive quality contro
and review program of this data. But | want everyone to
remenmber we're relying on the typical Anerican to remenber
everything they ate and drank in great detail. Usually we

woul d go into the hone tonight after dinner and ask them
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everything they ate and drank for all of Wednesday. So they
have gone through all of Thursday and we've asked them then,
for the followi ng day. So the nethodology is the best that
there is currently, but it certainly has limtations, one of
t hem bei ng the human.

Then there is the issue --

(Laughter.)

MS. MOSHEA: Which, of course, we all are. Then
there is the issue, as Keith tal ked about, outliers, or
i ndi vi dual s who have fallen into the sanple who had unusual
i ntake for that day. A young child who went on a food jag
and just ate grapes, | think is one of the pieces of data we
have seen fromthe various surveys.

That data is carefully reviewed, not only at the
col l ection point but at various stages and when it gets into
our office by a nutritionist as well. And we | ook at that
very carefully. W feel as though once it has gone through
all of our checks that that was legitimtely what a
respondent ate. And so the information that is on the CD, we
stand behi nd.

Looki ng at that data, though, you will see

i ndividuals that fall -- you know, there is no other five
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year old in the whole survey that ate that anount of grapes.
And so is that a typical consunption for all five year olds
on grape consunption that day or not? | think that's the
guestion that Keith is probably eluding to, and that is what
probably has been debated a | ot between USDA and EPA.

MALE SPEAKER: Well, another one. |Is that to say
that if the parent reports 25 happy neals and they really
meant two and a half happy neals, that that is sonething your
folks will catch?

MS. MOSHEA: Yes, we would catch that. Yes. Did I
answer the question, Keith? Thank you.

KEI TH: That's El ana.

MR. JENNI NGS: Okay. Last and certainly not |east
is Martha Lanont (phonetic) fromthe Agricultural Marketing
Service who will talk about the Pesticide Data Program the
Departnment's efforts at collecting pesticide residue
information as close as we can to the dinner plate.

Mart ha? Do you want ne to hand those out?

MS. LAMONT: Yeabh.

MR. JENNI NGS: And of course Martha has a handout.

(Laughter.)

MS. LAMONT: | will try to be brief. |It's al nost
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lunch time. |'mhere to talk about the USDA's Pestici de Data
Program You are going to come across our data prepared
nostly as PDP. These are the subjects that | am going to be
covering in my talk.

Basically how this programgot its start, a little
bit of background information, what makes the data useful for
ri sk assessnent, the states that are participating in this
program a little bit of commpdity history -- the program
keeps changi ng focus, dependi ng on data needs and our
sanpling of |aboratory operations -- how the data is reported
and also new initiatives that are com ng out.

This slide describes how this program started and
what has i npacted our operations and the focus of the
program As you nmy renenmber, in 1990 the CBS reported Al ar
in our apple juice and created a | ot of public concern about
the safety of our food supply. And at the time, there was no
data available to verify or deny the findings of this report.

As a result, President Bush authorized the creation
of a national pesticide program and provided funding
begi nni ng Oct ober 1990. That's when PDP was officially
started. Later on the National Acadeny of Sciences issued a

report on pesticides in the diets of infants and chil dren,
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whi ch was the basis for the Food Quality Protection Act. And
those two reports of those two itenms have inpacted PDP
operations significantly.

VWhat mekes PDP data useful for risk assessnent. |If
| could narrow it to two criteria, | would say that it is the
way the sanples are collected and how the sanples are tested.
Qur sanple collection is based on a state population. The
| arger states collect nore sanples than the | ess popul at ed
st at es.

Al so when the sanples are collected within the
state, the sites that are visited are those that distribute
the | arger volune of produce. W assune that a | arger
distribution -- a larger volune of distribution nmeans nore
consunption. Therefore, that neasure can give you a very
good estimate of exposure.

We pl ace special enphasis on children's foods.

This is particularly true after the NASS report was issued,
where a | ot of deficiencies or data gaps were noted for
children's foods.

The data is treated depending on -- or the sanples
are treated depending on what the use of the data is

i ntended. For chronic risk assessnents, we do conposite
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sanples. For acute risk, we do single serving sanples.

Al so, because of the way the data is collected, we
can all note pesticides -- multiple pesticides that are
detected on the sane sanples. This has not been used so far.
But | believe EPA may be getting ready to do curul ative ri sk,
and at that point this data will be very inportant.

Qur data is QA QC extensively. And | think nost of
you that have had an opportunity to use the data can see the
extensive QA/QC notations that we have in our data. The data
is centralized in our conputer database in headquarters in
Manassas, Virginia.

These are the states that are participating in the
program We have 10 states collecting sanmples for us and
al so providing testing services. Together the states
represent over 50 percent of the population, if you take into
account al so the nei ghboring states where produce is
distributed fromthese states.

| think I should also | et you know that not only do
you -- when you go to Texas and collect sanples in Texas,
you're not going to find produce that is grown in Texas.
You're going to find it from California or fromanywhere in

t he nation, because produce noves across the nation in the
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nost incredible ways.

(Laughter.)

MALE SPEAKER: That's true.

MS. LAMONT: This slide gives you a little bit of
commodity history. As | said, when we started back in 1990,
we focussed on fresh fruits and vegetables. But we are a
programthat is very dynam c and we change with the tinme.

So when the NASS report was issued and it was noted
that there was a deficiency on processed products, we paid
attention and we added processed products. W started
putting canned and frozen products and then after that fruit
juices. W added grains, mlk and corn syrup. Right now
we're in poultry, and we plan to add beef if the funding
conmes next year

Where we col |l ected sanples. Again, when we started
we were limted to term nal markets and distribution centers,
because that's where nobst fresh fruits and vegetables are
di stributed through. But then when mlk came, we had to nove
into ml|k processing plants. Then for grains we had to go to
silos and elevators to collect the grain sanples. For corn
syrup we went to corn refineries.

OCats is a slight departure. W thought we were
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going to find oats |i ke we found wheat and soybeans. But
actually oats are nostly inports, and we found themin
term nal markets and distribution centers. Only five percent
of the oats consunmed in the U S. are donmestic products. The
rest are inports.

Poultry sanples are collected in slaughter plants,
and we are collecting these sanples with the help of our
si ster agency, the Food Safety and I nspection Service. They
go to about 174 sites and collect sanples for us and send
themto our | aboratory in Gastonia, North Carolina.

Qur | aboratory operations are very dynani c.
Sanpl es are -- the chain of custody for sanples is very wel
documented. We try to be very, very tight on our chain of
custody procedures. Sanples are logged in in our systemthe
m nute they arrive in the | aboratory and are prepared
according -- or emnulating consuner practices, with the
exception that we do not cook sanples. So they may be
washed, outer |eaves renmoved and edi bl e portions renmoved, but
we do not cook sanpl es.

Agai n, sanples are prepared depending on the data
is going to be used. |If the data is intended for chronic

risk, we're going to conposite the sanple. The sanple nay
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range in size fromtw to five pounds. So preparing a sanple
for chronic risk is very easy. |t can be done quickly. For
data that is going to be used for acute risk, on the other
hand, it can be very, very tinme consum ng and very expensive.

We only use multi residue nethods. That is,
nmet hods that can capture many pesticides in one sweep. W
try for econom c reasons not to use single anno |ike nethods,
because they are very expensive and they don't give us mnuch
for the noney.

The detection systens that are used in the
| aboratories are very, very sophisticated. W keep changi ng
t echnol ogy as new advances are comng out. W just finished
buying LC systens for nost of our |aboratories, because the
new saf er pesticides that are comng out in the market do not
-- are not anenable to nost of the conventional technol ogy
t hat has been used in previous years.

What you use to detect organophosphates and
carbonates and organic chlorine is not suitable for the new
saf er pesticides -- the Pyrethroids and all those chem cals
t hat are being approved for use now So we have had to
acqui re new technol ogy for our | aboratories. Wth

the | ow detection systens that we're using now, we have found
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a | ot of problenms that, you know, we have not seen before.
And that is residues that we know are not com ng from
applications during the growi ng season or post-harvest
applications, but rather contam nation fromcrop and crevice
treatments that are used, for exanple, for food facilities or
in grain elevators. So in those cases, we are seeing very
low l evels. W are reporting in the part per billion, and it
seens |like we are noving into the part per trillion area.

Qur quality assurance and quality control program
is very strong. We require the | aboratories to continuously
denonstrate performance. And we keep performance not just
for the individual |aboratories, but for the program overall.

I went over this before, and this is just to
illustrate the differences between getting data for chronic
ri sk assessnents as opposed to acute risk assessnents. The
cost is about three times -- you know, acute data for acute
surveys is about three tinmes nore expensive than for chronic
risk.

The methods that are used are different. The
sanpl es are nuch snaller, because we're tal king about many
honmogeni zing five pounds of sanples as opposed to

honogeni zi ng one single apple. So the nethods have to be
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nodified in order to be able to test such a snmall sanple.

And because of the cost for chronic risk
assessnment, we do all the screens. But for acute we have had
tolimt it to organophosphates. |In nost cases, potatoes
were done only ala carte. It is so expensive that we cannot
do all the screens.

This is just to illustrate the differences between
fresh and processed commobdities. |t doesn't always hold true
to use processing studies that the agency receives from
registrants. You can see here that the profiles for apples
and apple juice are very different.

For exanple, for Azinphos Methyl the detections for
appl es were 55 percent, whereas for apple juice it was five
percent, and you can see the nmaxi nrum concentration detected
in each case. |In Carbaryl you can see a higher detection
rate for apple juice than for fresh apples, but, again, the
concentration levels are nmuch different.

What |'mtrying to say is that in npost cases what
we have observed, this has been observed also in grape juice
and orange juice. Processing studies don't tell you the
whol e story. The amobunt of inports used in juices -- in

juice concentrates -- is nmuch |larger than what you see in the
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fresh coomodity. So their profiles do not match.

This is our quality assurance and quality program
We follow standard operating procedures. The nethods that
are used for each crop are validated by the | aboratory. |
shoul d say not just for each crop, but for each matrix. A
| aboratory that has been validated for testing oranges, it's
not ready to test orange juice, as | was saying before,
because oranges may be nostly a donestic product.

The matrix you see in testing fresh oranges is not
going to be the sane than what you see testing orange juice.
So we have had to require the | aboratories that are going to
nmove fromthe fresh commodity to the processed commodity to
do a revalidation.

All the | aboratories are required to participate in
our check sanples program We issue no |less than three check
sanpl es per laboratory in a year. And in a check sanple they
recei ve several matrixes spiked with pesticides of different
concentration | evels, and we nonitor their performance.

We do control quality assurance on site. W have a
gqual ity assurance officer in each laboratory facility, and we
al so do quality assurance for the entire program W do data

and | aboratory reviews. Qur chem sts in headquarters visit
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the | aboratories and do audits of the | aboratory's operations
to nmake sure that the | aboratories are followi ng our quality
assurance and quality control procedures.

The requests for data have increased significantly,
| guess as the program has gai ned popularity and nore data is
used. We get a lot of data requests fromall sorts of
organi zations. W either refer themto our web site or we do
custom ze data reports. That is our web site, and we
participate in the National Pesticide Residue Database which
is run by EPA.

This describes the data life cycle from sanple
col l ection through | aboratory analysis. The data is entered
into a PC at the |aboratory, and the data is transmtted --
once approved by the QA officer, the data is transmtted by
tel ephone line to our conputer in Manassas, where the data is
revi ewed by our chem sts. VWhen t he data has been
reviewed by the chem sts and the quality assurance and
quality control criteria is met, then it goes into our
per manent dat abase, where once again at the end of the year
it goes through one nore | evel of review before we issue our
annual summari es.

What are we doing right now? W have gone back to
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sone of the commodities that we had earlier in the program
Oranges, peaches, grapes, lettuce and green beans are back.
Those are earlier commopdities. W're trying to test for
pesticides that were m ssed the first tinme around. W are
doing a cherry survey. This is one of the tines when we have
had to deal with seasonal crops.

Cherries is a very short season commodity. So we
started in May with about half a sanpling. Thirty two
sanpl es were collected in May. In June we'll have 62
sanples, and in July we'll have to triple the anount of
sanples to 186. In August we go back to 62 and then the
season will be over. W did this because the season is so
short that we needed to get enough sanples to have a
significant anount of data for the year. W'II| repeat the
survey next year.

Apples and rice are comng in COctober, and broccol
will be brought back in January 2001.

The program has changed sonewhat from what we used
to do. We are doing a lot of nmarket research before a
commodity is brought into the program And we're doing this
because we don't want to make trips to sanmpling sites and

cone back enpty handed. It is very expensive. |t takes a
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sanple collector's tinme and gas. So we're trying to be
successful every tine we nake a trip to the sanpling site to
make sure that we find what we're | ooking for. And our
collection rate -- our success in collecting sanples has
increased dramatically.

We are doing, as | said, for cherries a targeted
sanpling. W are also targeting a sanpling for foreign
products. In the past conparisons have been nade between
donestic and foreign products, but it is not, | would say,
sound -- scientifically sound to make a conparison on 700 and
sone data points for a donestic product and 10 data points
that are froma foreign product.

(END OF TAPE TWO, SIDE TWO)

MS. LAMONT: -- for peaches during the time of the
year when we knew Chil ean peaches were comng into the
mar ket .

In the past we had pretty nmuch a standard -- you
know, 140 sone pesticides that we tested in every single
commodity. Now with so many commodities in the program
we're doing nmore -- we're focussing nore on registered uses.
And for these we are working nore with EPA and the O fice of

Pest Managenent Policy to see what pesticides are being -- |
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guess being used nmore now that some of the ol der pesticides
are being phased out of registration.

We're working nmore with NASS so that we can nake a
better correlation between pesticide residues and pesticide
usage. And our program planning is much nore extensive than
it used to be. We used to rely only on EPA for, you know,
deci di ng what commodities to put in the program Now USDA
has a nore active role through the Ofice of Pest Managenent
Policy.

And we have also met with grower groups,
regi strants and consunmer unions and have listened to their
concerns and their opinions about what commodities should be
put in the program In fact, we net last -- | think it was
sonetime around April with a consuner union and nost of the
commodities that went in the program were based on sone of
t he recommendati ons that they had made.

In sunmary, | think PDP has enhanced the ability of
t he governnment to respond to food safety issues. The program
is very dynamc. It has changed based on data needs. W
support mnor uses. W're trying to work with grower groups
and trying to find out what pesticides are gaining popularity

to see -- to give thempriority to be added in the program
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The data is accepted in foreign markets. It has
al | owed, you know, for many barriers to be brought down that,
you know, are concerns about the residues in our produce. |
think we are going to be able to see better correlation
bet ween resi dues that we detect and usage data that NASS is
col |l ecti ng.

And t hat concludes nmy presentation. Do you have
any questions? Yes?

MALE SPEAKER: To what extent, if any, do you
interact with FDA on data from i nports?

MS. LAMONT: In ternms of how nuch data is com ng?

MALE SPEAKER: Well, | mean, do you interact with
FDA on collecting the data on the inmports like you do with
EPA on donmestic products?

MS. LAMONT: The only -- we work with FDA only in
the sense that we report all tolerance violations that the
| aboratories report to FDA staff. But other than that, no.

And al so we have relied on the chem sts in FDA. As
you probably know, the |eading pesticide chem sts come from
FDA. So we have worked with them when it comes to nmethods --
you know, devel opment and net hods and i ssues. They are only

a phone call away and they have been always very hel pful to
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our chem sts.

Yes, Wally?

MR. EWART: On the data that you gave for the
commodity that was up there seens to al ways appear. | don't
know why.

(Laughter.)

MR. EWART: But it seens to always get up there.
VWhen you were showi ng fresh and processed, the apple juice
versus apples, | believe those are fromdifferent years,
aren't they?

MS. LAMONT: They're 1996.

MR. EWART: | nmean the two. Are the apples and
apple juice fromthe sane year?

MS. LAMONT: Yes.

MR. EWART: O for two different years?

MS. LAMONT: No. Unfortunately, as you know we
cannot collect, you know, data for a fresh commodity and a
processed commodity within the sanme year. But that brings an
interesting point. | think it would be good to do collection
of a fresh commopdity and a processed commodity within the
sane year

MR. EWART: Because it may have confused sone
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peopl e, because sone of the nunbers there don't |ook |ike
t hey make sense, at |east one of them and really has a | ot
to do with the years that were available to you, as |
understand it.

MS. LAMONT: Right. And it's also difficult to
know -- you know, you know that the year of production
doesn't necessarily nmean the year it was avail abl e, because
it may have come from storage. Right.

Yes?

MALE SPEAKER: You said you used nulti residue
met hods?

MS. LAMONT: Right.

MALE SPEAKER: O are you using --

(M ke noise and | aughter.)

MALE SPEAKER: This question really isn't that
of f ensi ve.

(Laughter.)

MALE SPEAKER: Presumably as the shifts in
producti on systenms change with EPA regulation, we're going to
see less and | ess use of OPs, carbamates and organo
chlorines, which current nmulti residue nethods handle.

What are you expecting to do two, three or four
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years down the road when npst of the conpounds used on green
beans have nothing to do with any of the current nulti
resi due conmpounds?

MS. LAMONT: The nmethods need to be nodified. This
is a concern that | have expressed time and again to anyone
t hat woul d hear ne.

(Laughter.)

MS. LAMONT: That, you know, the changes in
registration are not being addressed on the enforcenent end.
|f the agency -- if EPA approves a nethod of enforcenent that
is a single anno |ight nethod, as is happening very often
now, very few enforcement agencies are going to be able to
use that method. First of all, because it is so expensive,
and second, because the |aboratories are in charge of
enf orcenent and do not have the technology that is required
for enforcing this nethod.

| think that there is a |lot of roomfor nethod
devel opnent. FDA -- MIten Luke, the guy that devel oped nost
of the multi residue nmethods, said that nm nor nmanipul ati on or
nodi fication of this method would allow for -- for exanple,
for screening of Pyrethroids.

But noney has to be put in. It has to be sent to
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this -- you know, groups |ike FDA where nethod devel oprment
for, you know, group -- entire classes of pesticides needs to
be done. Otherwise, it's going to be left behind.

MALE SPEAKER: Well, let nme add to that. W had
t he same concern. | nmean, our nmainstay are multi residue
nmet hods. And as the diversity of pesticides increases and
t he newer classes of chemicals, we would have this very
seri ous concern about not being able to provide the coverage.
So we desperately need to, you know, assure that we have
mul ti residue nmethods, because clearly we can't run 30
di fferent nethods on one substance.

MS. LAMONT: Absol utely.

MALE SPEAKER: And we don't have the research nobney
to do that kind of work. Now in fairness, EPA does have
projects going. W have an interagency working group to | ook
at the new OP nethod that EPA has devel oped to go down to
| ower levels and it covers other OPs. It's an inpulse flanme
2-C method. So they are devel opi ng approaches.

| also want to throw ny two cents in on sonething
else with respect to the food intake surveys that ARS is
doi ng. Those are also an anchor for us. W use themin al

our food safety work across the board, whether it be
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nm crobi ol ogi cal risk assessnment, which is in its infancy or
chem cal contam nants |like |ead, feunolisins (phonetic) and,
you know, micro toxins and so on.

VWhet her it be broad risk assessnents or whether it
be -- we have an enforcenent situation, we have to understand
whet her it's sonething that should be recalled or something
we, you know, should take an enforcenment action on a specific
| ot of product, and we go to their surveys to understand what
the health risk is.

MR. WLSON: Yes. Jeff WIson, Canadian
Horticulture Council. As we nove from basically npodeling to
verifying it through field data |ike you're doing, | guess a
fair question is, from USDA' s perspective are the results
you're generating what you expected?

MS. LAMONT: In terns of detection rates?

MR. WLSON:. Well, | would assune you're conparing
what you're seeing in the field, on the grocery shelves and
on the dinner plate with enpirical type nodeling of the path
that generated that very data before it was verified in rea
wor | d conditions.

Are you finding that the results -- the residues

you're generating and showi ng up through your projects, are
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t hey what you would have expected? And tied into the
previ ous question, how do you bring on new technol ogy and
verify it froma nodeling context into a real world context
as well?

MS. LAMONT: We haven't done any nodeling. You
know, the only role that the Pesticide Data Programhas is to
coll ect residue data. The questions you have, the only thing
t hat we have been able to correlate is pesticide usage with
detection rates. In several conmmpdities we have seen that
they are in agreenent. But for that we have to excl ude
i nports, so there has to be sone data mani pul ati on before we
can do that.

MR. JENNI NGS: Any ot her questions?

(No response.)

MR. JENNINGS: Am | authorized to call a lunch
break then?

(Laughter.)

MR. JENNINGS: We'll neet back at 1:30.

(Wher eupon, a lunch recess was

t aken.)
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AFTERNOON SESSI ON
MR. AIDALA: Let's get started here again for a
session. So Steve went to Starbucks and didn't get anything

for the rest of us.

STEVE: |I'mgoing to stay awake. | prom se.
MR. Al DALA: Ckay, good to hear. Well, it says
we're going to EPA does all the report outs. | don't know

what this neans. But we're just starting on the budget part.
A real quick update on the budget situation, which is always
terribly relevant to the future of all of our prograns from

bot h EPA and USDA.

And for EPA, Joe Merenda.

MR. MERENDA: |s there any way that we can | ower
the tenperature a little bit?

MR. AIDALA: | don't know if they're working on
that or not. There is a fan over in one corner. Marcia, it
isn't doing you any good there.

MS. MJULKEY: We |ooked into it to see if we coul d.

MR. Al DALA: And Bill. Yeah.

MS. MULKEY: It's all this body heat.
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MR. Al DALA: Aren't you from Arizona or sonething?
Isn't this --

FEMALE SPEAKER: Texas.

MR. Al DALA: Texas or Arizona, sane thing. But, |
mean - -

(Laughter.)

MR. AIDALA: -- isn't it hotter in Texas, Bill?

MALE SPEAKER: He's from Arizona. That's all

MR. Al DALA: So anyway.

MS. MULKEY: AlIl | could suggest is shedding ties
and j ackets.

MR. Al DALA: Yeah, shedding coats and ties. And we
won't go any further than that, but feel free.

MALE SPEAKER: Thank you

MR. AIDALA: It's not California.

MR. MERENDA: Well, I'msure that all of you are
thrilled with the idea that the first topic on your agenda
after lunch is something to put you to sleep for a few
mnutes. | will try to be brief. Al Jennings and | are
going to do a little tag team here. |I'mgoing to talk
briefly about the pesticides budget at the U. S. Environnental

Protection Agency, and then Al will fill you in on USDA
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You do have -- | believe it's paper nunmber three in
your notebooks. [It's on budget background information. |
just want to put up a few slides to try to put a little bit
of this into perspective for you.

First off, where are we today with respect to the
pestici de budget and how do tol erance reassessnent and re-
registration of pesticides, which is what you're nostly
interested in, fit into that. That's the overall pie chart.
| f you add themall up, it's sonething like a 117 or 118
mllion program

About just under 40 percent is nade up of the two
slices in the |lower portion of the chart, which is tol erance
reassessnment and re-registration. The registration program
makes up about another third of the total and then all of the
ot her activities make up the --

(Tape mal function.)

MR. MERENDA: What are the key changes that are
down as investnents in the President's budget request for
fiscal year 2001? There is a total of eight and a half
mllion dollars of increases relating to the pesticide
program

Let me warn you not to fall into the trap that |
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have fallen into many tinmes in budget related things, which
is to take it all at face value and say oh, that neans the
total in 2001 is going to be eight and a half mllion dollars
nore than what you just showed me. No, that's not how it
works. This is budgeting.

These are the increases. |In any budget, as you I'm
sure know, there are al ways decreases that happen at the same
time. So actually the net gain in the pesticide program area
is more like two and a half mllion dollars. But
what's significant about these is it shows where the agency,
EPA, is proposing and the President is proposing through this
budget to put nmore of our resources. And those are --

(Tape mal function.)

MR. MERENDA: -- EPA's notice to accelerate the
registration of reduced risk pesticides, |leading to the
ability for transition away from sone products that nay be
unavai | abl e for particul ar uses.

About three and a half mllion dollars is
associated with tol erance setting and reassessnents. Now
that tol erance setting includes new tol erances, as well as
tol erance reassessnent, the way this particular line itemin

the initiative shows up
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The next itemis an inportant one, which is a
further expansion of the regional strategic AG partnerships,
which is an effort on the part of EPA through its regional
offices to work with growers to increase the -- this
strategic AG partnership programis aimed at getting sonme of
the better technol ogies nore readily avail able and tested out
in the field through grants that would be given by the EPA
regi onal offices.

The endocrine disruptors screeni ng program has an
increase. But this is one of those where if you | ook at the
full nunmbers, you will see that actually for the O fice of
Prevention of Pesticides and Toxic Substances' portion of the
endocrine disruptor programthere is a net decrease from 2000
to 2001, because in 2000 the Congress didn't add on, and the
budget process doesn't work that add-ons carry over from year
to year. But the add on is renpved, but there is another two
mllion dollars that is being put on to offset part of that.

And then lastly expanded worker protection just
under a mllion dollars.

So in terms of areas of enphasis, that's where the
effort is going, and a big chuck of that will be associ ated

with the effort that you all are dealing with in this
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committee with the reassessnent of tol erances and the re-
regi stration of pesticides.

MALE SPEAKER: The strategic AG partnerships, those
are grants made to -- fromthe regions to |ocal compdity
groups or research groups or whatever?

MR. MERENDA: Correct. Various types of groups and
academ c groups in some cases.

MS. MULKEY: We're going to talk nore about that
tonorrow in that section on EPA transition activities. W're
going to talk about -- this is additional noney. W already
have sone out there, right, Joe?

MR. MERENDA: Correct. Yes. This is an increase
to a programthat was started as a pilot, and this wll
expand it.

The other figures were total dollars. But just to
indicate to you where we feel some of our pain within the
programis trying to inplement this, we do a great deal of
this work, of course, with extranural support. But a |ot of
the work is also dependent upon the staff in the Ofice of
Pesticide Prograns, whether here in Crystal Mall or at our
two | aboratories in Bay St. Louis, M ssissippi, or Ft. Meade,

Mar yl and.
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And what this slide just shows is that we are down
-- the entire agency has been under a hiring freeze for over
a year, and we are down from where we were |ast year in our
aut horized staffing level. W are anticipating a nodest gain
in fiscal 2001. O course that is subject to the decisions
that the Congress makes in doing the appropriation bills.

So reflecting where we think we're going, we think
we're | ooking to regain sone of that past loss. But we don't
know for sure yet until the appropriation process is
conpl et ed.

FEMALE SPEAKER: Joe, do you have a breakout of how
many registrations and re-registrations? Do you ever break
it out that way?

MR. MERENDA: | don't have that with me. W can --
|"msure -- | know we have them | just didn't bring that
one al ong.

Al right, here we go. And just a few of the
issues that we're raffling with and which are going to be
facing us not just this year, but beyond this year.

| already nentioned the chall enge of recovering
fromlast year's hiring freeze, which is an issue for us in

terms of the anmpbunt of staff we have and sone of the
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expertise we have. W are working hard now that the freeze
has been lifted to try to build back sone of the capacity
that we've lost. But it will take us a period of time to do
so.

There is another big financial issue which is on
the horizon. The maintenance fees, which currently support
approxi mately 200 of our 850 or so enployees that are on
board, will be reduced by two mlIlion dollars, from 16
mllion dollars to 14 million dollars in fiscal year 2001
And at present that entire line item of maintenance fees,

whi ch goes directly to support staff, will disappear in 2001.

This is clearly a major issue for EPA and the
adm nistration to try to resolve how this will be funded.
And of course there are many budgetary ways to work that out,
but it's an issue that is clearly in our m nds.

Anot her issue which is in our mnds and in the
m nds of many of you is the issue of tolerance fees. Under
the Food Quality Protection Act, EPA is directed to recover
the full costs of setting and reassessing tolerances. EPA
put out a proposal for this, which received extensive conmment

and not very favorable coment fromindustry.
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We are currently working on a final version of that
tol erance fee rule under a couple of constraints, one of
which is that the Congress has told EPA in the appropriation
| anguage that we are not allowed to pronulgate the fina
tolerance fee rule this fiscal year. And there is simlar
| anguage in the current appropriation bills to extent that
for another year.

At the sane tinme, we have in our budget for 2001 a
seven mllion dollar offset as identified by the Ofice of
Managenment & Budget. That neans EPA's budget has been
reduced by seven nmillion dollars in anticipation of our
coll ecting an additional seven mllion dollars in 2001 for
tol erance fees. \Whether we can collect that obviously
depends upon whether the rule is in place or not. And so we
have a potential seven mllion dollar shortfall that we get
to | oss sleep at night after night until the tinme cones.

The next item funding for registration review,
many of you nay be aware that another el ement of the Food
Quality Protection Act is telling EPA to establish a program
that we're calling Registration Review, which requires us to
get in place -- not by a specified date. But to get in place

in atimely manner a programin which we will on an ongoi ng

For The Record, |Inc.
Wal dorf, Maryl and
(301) 870- 8025

-
<
L
=
-
O
o
(@
L
>
—
- -
o
o
<
<
o
L
2
=




-
<
L
=
-
O
o
(@
L
>
—
- -
o
o
<
<
o
L
2
=

148
basis re-look at all existing pesticide registrations.

This is so we don't end up having to do re-
registration all over again with a backlog, but to set up an
ongoi ng programwi th the goal of |ooking at every
registration at | east every 15 years. This is an area that
we have had in our budget over the |last couple of years. But
it's been quite vul nerable to budget reductions, and so we
have not been novi ng ahead on that as quickly as would have
been ideal.

We have in the 2001 budget request the funds to
all ow us to nove forward. W put out an advance notice of
proposed rule making on that programthis year. W need to
work forward toward the proposal, and so we are hopeful that
we will be able to keep enough of a budget to nove ahead on
t hat .

But it's another one of the things that we | ose
| onger termsleep over. |It's not an imediate crisis |like
sone of the others, but it's an issue that is facing the
program over a |onger period.

And | astly, sonme of you are intimately famliar
with the issue of fee for service. This is a proposal which

has been under discussion for some period of tinme as to
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establishing a different type of fee for registration of new
pesticides, which would support a big portion of the
registration programfromregistrant paid fees in exchange
essentially for guaranteed accel eration of the decision
process.

That doesn't nean guaranteed favorabl e deci si ons.
It means getting to a decision quicker, not having the
backl ogs that currently exist when a registrant brings in a
new proposed pesticide registration and it gets in the que,
and we give it a priority based on the anount of staff we
have, and it takes many years sonetimes to get to the
deci si on point.

Whet her that will happen is an unknown at this
point. That requires new |l egislation, and we don't know
where that will be for fiscal 2001, whether it will happen or
not .

So that's basically what | have. | can do a few
guestions at this point, or we can have Al present his and
t hen we can do questions together, whichever you would
prefer.

MALE SPEAKER: | have a question

MR. MERENDA: Yes.
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MALE SPEAKER: Well, two questions, actually. Two
guestions. On the 8.5 mllion, | think nost -- | take it
t hat nmost of that is contractual nonies?

MR. MERENDA: That's total, but, yes. Since our
staffing is not going up at a significant rate, the increase
is basically contract noney.

MALE SPEAKER: Okay. The second question, and you
don't have to answer this. But I'mreally curious.

FQPA provided for assessing new tol erance fees, but you
spoke of barriers to being able to introduce those. [|'m
aware of a barrier in 2000, but not in 2001. Can you
articulate a little bit about what is behind the barrier you
el uded to?

MR. MERENDA: The barrier | think you're referring
to in 2000 is in our appropriation |anguage for fiscal year
2000 that prohibits EPA from promulgating the rule this
fiscal year.

What has been put into the House version of EPA's
fiscal 2001 appropriation is essentially the sane |anguage,
and | understand that the Senate is planning to do simlarly.
Now this is not been enacted, so we don't know whether that

will be there. But the indications are that there is strong
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interest in continuing that prohibition on promulgating the
new tol erance fees in 2001 as well.

MR. AlIDALA: Pass it to Eric.

MR. OLSON: |I'mjust curious. What is the agency's
contingency plan in case you do | ose 200 people? Have you
guys started thinking through what the inpact of that woul d
be?

MR. Al DALA: A prayer.

(Laughter.)

MR. MERENDA: 1'll go with Jims answer. No, we do
not have a plan for reduction in force that we have set up to
deal with that. Renenber, that is for fiscal year 2002 --
no, no, not the seven mllion. |I'msorry. |'mconfusing two
t hi ngs.

The mai ntenance fees in fiscal year 2002. Losing
the seven mllion dollars, Steve, do you want to say
sonet hing on that?

STEVE: Well, | was just going to say, we have
i nformed everyone, including the Ofice of Managenent &
Budget, that as we approach and prepare our 2002 request,
obviously this is going to be one of the issues that has to

be addressed.
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And so that is an opportunity in the discussions
for fee for service. There has also been discussions of a
conti nuance of the maintenance fee as part of the fee for
service program That's a second option. And perhaps
ot hers. Obviously we want and we need the
re-registration programto continue and tol erance
reassessments to continue, and we don't want to put any of
our enpl oyees at jeopardy.

And those of us that have |ived through reduction
in force kinds of actions, which we don't even want to get
into at all, are just devastated. So we think that there are
a number of opportunities or ways of doing that.

MALE SPEAKER: The 12 million or so that is in the
OPP budget for endocrine disruptors work, where is that being
spent? You know, you don't have a division for endocrine
di sruptors and we don't hear a |lot about that. | know there
is separate committee work going on to deal with that.

But is that outside of EPA? Is it an ORD?

MR. MERENDA: The endocrine disruptor training and
testing program nmoney, that 12 mllion dollars -- and | don't
remenmber the figure off the top of ny head. But a portion of

it is for the Ofice of Research and Devel opnent and their
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research and devel opment efforts.

The other portion is actually to be managed by
Steve Gallston's (phonetic) shop, Ofice of Science
Coordi nation and Policy, out of our office -- the AA' s
office. And the large bulk of that, we are nowin --

(i naudi bl e) -- procurenent process. W're actually beginning
to do the screening. W're right nowin the testing
val i dati on.

We do have sone updates. In fact, we are about to
issue a report to Congress on the status of the endocrine
di srupting and screening program So | expect within the
next couple of weeks that will be publicly avail able, which
details the specific activities that we're involved in and
sort of the time schedule in sonme sense of where the funds
are goi ng.

MR. Al DALA: | had all these nunmbers nenorized nine
days ago, but |'ve conveniently forgotten them | think in
t he ball park, again, the numbers are |ike one, three and
eight. One mllionis in like OPPS proper. Three is in the
bal | park. These are sort of nore boundary kind of numnbers.
ORD i n about seven or eight, and the validation -- basically

it's the validation contract stuff to validate the screens.
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That's why you don't see a division or, you know, a bunch of
people with the word endocrine | abelled on them

MR. MERENDA: Anything else? | guess not. Al?

MR. JENNINGS: Okay. |[|'ll keep the USDA formt
here by handi ng out paper. Thanks to Dennis' earlier handout
and di scussion, this should be a really quick and easy thing
to go through. I'mgoing to wait for the paper to work down,
because it doesn't make a | ot of sense unless you're |ooking
at it. It may not nake a |lot of sense even if you are
| ooking at it.

MR. MERENDA: | was going to say, don't set that
one up.

MR. JENNINGS: | thought | would beat Jimto the
punch there. Okay. This presents program areas, nany of
whi ch Dennis already tal ked about, broken out by agency. And
the colums on the right show the '99 - 2000 and the 2001
President's budget request, and changes are indicated as well
as summari es by agency.

So Agricultural Research Service -- just starting
at the top -- the area wide | PM Research Program this is a
program you nay associate the coddling noth fair nmoon effort

with nost closely. That effort is pretty nmuch shut down now
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and we're on to other things. There is a stored grain area
wi de program being run out of Cklahoma state. Leafy splurge
sone place out in the west. And in the nidwest there is a
corn root worm bait attracted program underway. And one
other that | can't renmenber.

But, again, this is an effort -- this is kind of
unique to ARS. The area wi de programs are on the ground, and
t hey are denonstration prograns involving growers, and the
ki nd of programthat if you do not have a |large area of | and
under the program it's sinply not going to work. So hence
area wide efforts and really applied pest managenent.

The next line down, ARS mnor use clearance, Dennis
nmentioned the I R-4 programthat does the research, assenbles
data in packages to get registrations for m nor uses. That
is a shared program ARS, as you can see here, contributes
about two mllion dollars annually. And if you | ook down at
the bottom of that first page, that's the CSREES conponent
t hat Denni s nmenti oned.

So to figure out what the department is spending in
the R-4 program you have to add those two together. So as
you can see, that's about 13 mllion in the 2001 budget.

Okay. Alternatives to Methyl Brom de. Dennis did
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tal k about methyl brom de, but this is the ARS conponent of
Met hyl Broni de alternative research, a programthat has been
in place for a while, and we are continuing to ask for
i ncreases because of the inportance of that phase out date.

And then of course the nost inportant itemon this
page is the last of the ARS items, which is ny office, the
O fice of Pest Managenent Policy. And you can see the
subtotals there for ARS and the increase that we're | ooking
for in the 2001 budget.

Agai n, |ooking at CSREES, as | said, Dennis did a
| ot of these, so | don't think we need to go into very many
of them The nunbers are here just for your reference. And
in fact, I will not go into those. | think the only ones
that we do need to nention are nmaybe the new ones, again that
Dennis did nention, starting on the second page, crops at
ri sk and RAMP, and Methyl Brom de transitions are at the top
of the second page.

The funny little thing in the nmddle where it talks
about the P1 A P or PIAP program that's kind of an
accounting nmethod and reflects what Keith explained earlier
t oday about how what used to a forrmula fund programin 1999

got switched into this integrated programand i s now

For The Record, |Inc.
Wal dorf, Maryl and
(301) 870- 8025



-
<
L
=
-
O
o
(@
L
>
—
- -
o
o
<
<
o
L
2
=

157
conpetitive for year 2000 and as far as we know for the
future.

Agai n, pesticide applicator training. That was
di scussed a little bit earlier today. W have, | think ever
since 1998, been requesting Agriculture funding for that and
we have not received it. So again this year it's in the
President's budget and remains to be seen what Congress wl |
do with that request. But we have been successful getting it
approved by the President and failing on the Hill.

Let's see. | think if you flip over to the third
page there are probably some prograns that Dennis didn't
dwel | upon as nmuch when we heard fromhimearlier today. The
top line there, the NASS Pesticide Use Surveys that Doug
Caqui no tal ked about before lunch. You can see we've
traditionally tried to increase funding in that program The
i ncreased funding would go into, as Doug nentioned, the
nursery and greenhouse area, as well as our priority would be
getting nore detail and nore information on the m nor crops,
the fruits and vegetables, with additional funding.

The next |line down, FSIS is the Food Safety
| nspection Service, and that reflects the -- when Martha

nmentioned that we're getting into poultry sanpling, and
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hopefully nmeat next year, and that we will be relying on FSIS
to pick up those sanples for us, because they're the ones
with inspectors out there at the slaughter houses. So that's
just to cover the extra cost for FSIS.

And then finally AMS Pesticide Data Program
That's the program Martha briefed you on. And again we are
continually seeking increases there to keep up with EPA's
demands.

In 2001 we are hoping to get sone additional noney
that would let us get into drinking water, which there is a
notabl e | ack of data on what's going on at the tap. And for
many EPA ri sk assessnments, they are relying on nodeling, and
we would like to figure out how to get into that system and
start collecting the information.

| think if you're famliar with nodeling programns,
you know a mllion dollars isn't going to take you very far
if you're trying to figure out what's in the drinking water
in the entire U S. of A But at least we'll hopefully get
started in 2001

And the last page is full of footnotes to explain
all the stuff that | didn't explain very well. So let ne

stop at that. |It's quick and you can probably | ook at this
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at your leisure later on. And if you have any questions,
"Il be around all day today and all day tonorrow, or if you
have questions based on this quick overview, feel free.

St eve?

STEVE: Twenty one point 5 mllion dollars on
Met hyl Broni de research. Couldn't we nake ozone for that
much? | mean that's a phenonenal anount of noney.

MALE SPEAKER: |'m sure ARS woul d consider a
proposal for that.

STEVE: Yi pes.

MALE SPEAKER: | wasn't going to add those up
Steve. |Is that what they conme to?

STEVE: Well, five mllion for CREES and 16 and a
hal f for ARS.

MALE SPEAKER: That's about what it cones to.

STEVE: Well, we'd better get something. W' ve
been doi ng that for how many years now?

MALE SPEAKER: Buy out every strawberry and tomato
grower, right?

STEVE: Exactly. Anyway, a question for Keith, |
guess. What is the situation with the budget now relative to

the committees?
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MR. PITTS: | was trying to take sonme notes as |
was wal ki ng through this budget. But | think primarily what
we're seeing in 2001 is basically holding at the 2000 | evels.
"Il point out some notable exceptions.
This isn't uniform but in the case of some of the

conpetitive grants, one house or the other has done sone

additional, | think on crops at risk. The House has two
mllion in that programnow. RAMP, | think we're up to four
or six mllion. Again, the House didn't add on there. Five
or six mllion.

The Methyl Brom de Transition Program | think
again the House has three mllion there, up fromtwo. The
House or the Senate, one of them has one and a half mllion
in for pesticide applicator training. They don't have it in
the other. 1It's been zeroed out. The organic transitions
program | think a mllion has been retained in the House
budget as wel | .

NASS, | think is at 7.1 mllion. W may have a
full 7.3, soit's fairly close. FSIS, | think the increase
isin there as well. [It's kind of hard to tell with that,
just because the Congress does line itens differently. And

PDP as well. | think they're at slightly above 14 m i on,
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so | think in general we covered that program as well.

MALE SPEAKER: When you say the House --

(i naudi bl e) --

MR. PITTS: This is com ng out of the commttees.
Agai n, neither House has approved our appropriations bil
yet, but that's where we stand conm ng out of the two
comm ttees.

Al's office also, let me just say, is at 2000,
ot her than the House | think has added about 300, 000. W do
have a reprogramm ng letter that just got sent up to the Hil
| ast week requesting another $550,000 for Al's office. He's
basically out of noney for the rest of the year, so we're
ki nd of shutdown.

MR. JENNINGS: 1'll be selling pencils on the
corner after the neeting.

MR. PITTS: That's at |east our understanding right
now. And, again, the appropriations conmmttee did just
recently do a reallocation that |ooks |ike another hundred
and sonme mllion have been put into the Ag approach
all ocation for the commttees. Now how they're going to
spend that, | think primarily it's going to be an offset for

a di saster paynent on appl es and pot at oes.
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(END OF TAPE THREE, SI DE ONE)

MALE SPEAKER: -- so they don't have any
pesticides?

MR. PITTS: | think you can talk to Robin about
t hat one. But New England apples | think had a drought and
then they're having some nmjor disease problens this year.

MALE SPEAKER: And the apples going to Vernont in
particul ar, perhaps, or whatever.

MR. Al DALA: Anything else on budget? W can nove
on. We'll alittle behind schedule. But | would like to
recommend our schedule is to -- well, obviously risk
assessnent is already tough enough to try to do in a half
hour, so we'll keep that on hol d.

But | suggest if we can to cut the next two itens
in the agenda here by 10 m nutes, the channels of trade and
wor ker protection issues. Obviously if we need to take a
little nore tinme in the discussion, we will, because that
still at |east gives us one other half hour segnent after the
break to make up some of the time. We like to keep to our
schedule nmore or less in particular areas laid out on the
agenda.

So if we can do risk assessnent now? | think this
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is Lois and who el se, Mke? And Denise and Mke. Ckay,
great, conme on down.

And then again, |I'mgoing to have to | eave in about
15 or so mnutes. | apologize to the group. Because there
are PCB's on the Pacific Islands that shouldn't be there.

MS. ROSSI: Are there plans to have the --
(i naudi bl e) ?

MR. AIDALA: No. Can we turn this conputer thing
of f, which is also generating heat and light, sound and jury?

FEMALE SPEAKER: No one knows how to turn it off.

MR. Al DALA: Well, who brought it here? 1|s there
anyone who would like to take it hone with them please?

(Laughter.)

MS. MULKEY: Well, I'"mgoing to nake a fool of
mysel f acting like | know what to do.

MR. AIDALA: |It's EPA equi pnent.

MS. MULKEY: |'m hoping there is an off button.

MR. Al DALA: That's one good start. And you can
al ways pull the plug.

MS. MULKEY: Martha, do you know how this works?

MS. LAMONT: It's your machine.

MS. MULKEY: \What about pulling the plug?
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MR. AIDALA: This is cooperation between our health
and environnment division and SSRD i n action.

FEMALE SPEAKER: There you go.

MR. Al DALA: See, the states always act
aut ononousl y.

(Laughter.)

MS. MULKEY: And practically, right.

MALE SPEAKER: It's a high tech state.

MR. AIDALA: Yeah, it's a high tech state. That's
right. Here you go.

MS. RGOSSI: Okay.

MR. Al DALA: \Who are you?

MS. ROSSI: |I'mLois Rossi. |I'mthe Director of
t he Special Review and Re-registration Division. And for
t hose of you who that means nothing to, it's the division
within the Office of Pesticide Prograns that is responsible
for the re-registration program and the tol erance
reassessment program And even nore relevant, the place
where the OPs -- the organophosphates -- are being revi ewed.

We're a risk managenent division and we're
coordinating the reviews and issuing decisions on the

or ganophosphates, as well as the other chem cals that are
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goi ng through tol erance reassessnment and re-registration.

If that isn't enough to keep us all busy, | think
trying to cover the topic of risk assessnment in 30 mnutes is
alittle bit of a challenge. The way |'ve chosen to approach
this topic today is froma risk manager point of view. And
with nme are two people fromour Science Division. To ny
inmmedi ate left is Mke Metzger. He is with the Health
Effects Division -- a Branch Chief in the Health Effects
Division. And to Mke's left is Denise Canter, who is the
acting Director of the Environnental Fate and Ecol ogi cal
Ef fects Division.

And for those of you who are nore familiar than
others with our risk assessment process, some of this will be
a review. But |'ve also chosen to point out a |lot of the
recent devel opnments in risk assessnent and refinenents and
ot her assessnents that we've been doing for those of you who
are a little bit nore famliar.

So I"'mgoing to try to cover this fairly quickly
and then | eave enough tine for questions that you may have.
The foundation of our risk assessnent is data. That is the
bui | ding bl ock of all our risk assessnments. And the

pesticide programis very rich in data.
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Many of these pesticides that we're reviewi ng have
two, three or even 400 studies that have been subm tted over
the years across all the disciplines: toxicology, residue
chem stry, ecol ogical effects, environmental fate and product
chem stry. And the main purpose of the early stages of re-
registration was to make sure that these chemicals did have a
dat abase up to current standards.

The risk assessnent process has four basic steps.
And when | was trying to think about this presentation |ast
night, if you think in terms of the risk assessment process
and these four basic steps, you can kind of key in to where
your particular questions or particular concerns are. And
oftentines, | think, we focus on one or the other, and it nay
be even the wong place when we're trying to understand the
assessnment on a particular chem cal.

But the four steps are hazard identification, dose
response assessnment, exposure assessnent, and |ast but not
| east one that we often forget, and | think one that we're
trying to concentrate quite a bit on, is risk
characterization. And as we review these risk assessnents as
ri sk managers particularly, and as stakeholders, | think it

is inmportant to keep these four pieces that constitute what a
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ri sk assessnent is in mnd and which one data can best
address, or which one our intentions should be focussed on.

Very, very briefly, our hazard identification
consists of looking at toxicity tests, of which we have quite
a few These are the devel opnental toxicity studies,
reproduction toxicity studies, cancer and acute toxicity
studies that are done in | aboratory aninmals and that are
exposed to the chenmical that we're | ooking at by different
routes for different periods of tine. Short time all the way
up to two years.

And we | ook at the endpoint or the effect that's

bei ng shown in these studies, which many of you are famliar

with: cholinesterase inhibition -- that's pretty much the
endpoi nt of concern for the OPs -- cancer or devel opnent al
effect.

The second part, the dose response, is where we
sel ect the nobst appropriate endpoints for these risk
assessnments. And | think that's another area where the
endpoi nt selection -- oftentines we don't focus on the
endpoi nt sel ection and the endpoint selection plays a very
critical role in the outcome of the risk assessnent. Terns

that are associated with that particular step are determ ning
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a no effect level, a low effect |level and an uncertainty
factor.

The third part, which is the exposure assessment,
whi ch many of us concentrate a | ot of our attention on and
many st akehol ders have certainly provided information that
plays a critical role in that, is where we | ook
at where the pesticide exposure occurs. It can occur -- we
| ook at all the routes: oral, dermal and inhalation. W
| ook at different path ways, food, residential activities,
dri nking water and occupational exposures.

And | think that's an inmportant point to renenmber
in re-registration, that in re-registration we do | ook at
every single one of these routes of exposure and all
popul ati ons that could be exposed: children, adults,
wor kers, bystanders, harvesters. Different popul ati ons of
peopl e that could be exposed.

In other words, those who use a pesticide, those
who nmi ght be eating foods with residues, drinking water with
resi dues, comng into an area where a pesticide is used,
touchi ng surfaces, contanmi nating hands. And in the case of
children, we even | ook at hand to nouth exposure.

And | astly the | ast phase, which is risk
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characteri zation which the risk managers do play a
significant role in, is the process of conbining hazard
identification and the exposure information to describe and
estimate the overall magnitude of the health inpact or the
envi ronnent al i npact.

Once our magni tude of risk has been estinmated and
guantified, the agency generally characterizes the nature of
the risk in the risk assessnment process. And here again,
know for those of you who have attended some technical
briefings, we always begin our technical briefings by saying
t hat we have a | ot of numbers to present. And we ask -- we
try to not just focus on the nunber, but what the nunber
really nmeans. And | think the agency has cone a | ong way in
the last year in trying to determ ne what the nunbers nean.

Key points that we consider in this risk
characterization are the kinds of health effects that are
likely to arise, the potency of the risk, the popul ation
affected and the |ikelihood of exposure.

We typically do for a typical re-registration
decision for a food use chemical -- non-food is a little bit
less. But we typically do the following types of risk

assessnents. We do a dietary risk assessnent that includes
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food and drinking water. W do a nonoccupational assessnent
if there are residential uses or nonoccupational uses |ike
recreational uses, such as on golf courses. W also |ook at
exposures that could happen in places like schools and
pl aygr ounds.

We do an aggregate exposure, which is food and
drinking water, and if there is a nonoccupati onal conponent
li ke residential, we include that. W also |ook at the
occupational. W |ook at handl ers and
post - application workers. Those people who nm ght be doing
activities after an application occurs.

That's for the human health. W also have the
entire environnental and ecol ogical side, where we | ook at
the fate of this chemcal, which is often a very inportant
factor in characterizing the risk. W |ook at water resource
assessnents. Qur nodels and our nmonitoring data that we have
to estimate the water conponent of the risk assessment.

We | ook at the ecotoxicity. W have acute and
chronic studies on birds, fish, vertebrates and plants and we
assess those. And of course, again, we are characteri zing
t hose ri sks.

These have been the basic risk assessnents. A
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little bit added to, as a result of FQPA, the aggregate. But
these are pretty nmuch the risk assessnents that you will find
in any reg that you go back, even pre-FQPA, because these are
t he assessnents we do for re-registration.

Now in the | ast year we have certainly come -- we
have made a | ot of progress. You heard the presentation this
norni ng on the science policies. W've had policies
devel oped. We've had processes to develop. W' ve had risk
assessnents and characteri zations to devel op. W've had a
| ot of work.

And when you think back, for those of you who have
been in the pesticide game for a long tine, there are a | ot
of things that we take for granted right now that weren't
really even in our vocabulary as recent as two or three years
ago.

Wth regard to dietary, which | think probably is
t he assessnent that nost people and nost stakehol ders are
nost famliar with. And nost people who have been foll ow ng
t he deci sions probably have -- are able to comruni cate and
tal k about this assessment probably the best.

But within the [ast year many of the -- rmuch

attention has been focussed to making these assessnments as
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realistic, but yet as protective as possible. W utilize now
routinely the Pesticide Data Program We also utilize market
basket surveys, of which there are some comng in on the
or ganophosphates as well as the carbamates. The word Monte
Carlo was really -- maybe as recent as two years ago was
really just a place and now it is a nodel that we tal k about
in conversing. And processing factors, percent crop treated
and usage information.

We're | ooking at all kinds of populations. And
nore inportantly, | think, we've begun to dig into what these
ri sk assessnents really nean: identifying drivers and
under standi ng the distribution and understandi ng what is
happeni ng at the 99.9 percentile. Wat is actually going on?
G ve us the ability to direct our risk managenent deci sions.
And t hose have becone pretty commonly discussed ternms with

many st akehol ders.

Wth worker -- which, again, we have al ways done
worker risk assessnments in re-registrations. W utilize the
best data we have. GCenerally that is data -- we have a | ot

of data available now that is associated with the route that
we're concerned about. A dermal route. We usually have 21

day dernmal studies that we utilize, as well as inhalation
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st udi es.

Gai ni ng and under st andi ng of what exactly is
happening in the field allows us to not only inprove our
assessnent, but also be nost protective. W |ook at acreage
treated. We | ook at equipnent. W' ve been | ooking at
activities. W have gotten a |ot of information. W have
gone out to the field and observed a |lot of these things
first hand, and we've gotten a |lot of information in on that.
The anounts handl ed and that kind of stuff.

Otentines with worker risk assessnents we are
-- we hear the comment that we're using nodels to estimte
wor ker assessnents. And first of all, on a |lot of chem cals,
we have chem cal specific data that has been generated over
the years or even in recent years. |It's specific to that
chem cal, but just even the class of chenicals.

But we al so have sonmething that we call the
pestici de handl ers exposure database, PHED or -- what's the
ot her way they call it?

MR. METZGER:. P HE D

MS. ROSSI: P HED And that is not a nodel. It
actually is a series or a set of studies that we use when we

don't have chem cal specific data but we're trying to do an
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assessnment and we can find sonething that is very simlar.
But it is -- they are actual studies.

Wth regard to reentry, the agency put a | ot of
effort back in 1995 in generating a data call in to call in
data that would refine and particularly allow accurate
assessnents for post-application reentry activities. Mich of
that data is comng in and we are | ooking at it and
incorporating it into our risk assessments.

| think we've also -- not only on worker risks but
on the risk assessnents, because of a lot of the public
outreach and the public participation that we've incorporated
in maki ng the process transparent over the |ast year, we have
wor ked on ways to explain our risk assessnments. We have put
equations up. W have showed what variables go into
equati ons.

And while |I know this may not be totally clear to
everyone, | think there have been strides in trying to make
this informati on nore understandable and nore -- for people
to have a better understanding to see where the agency is
comng fromin trying to protect workers.

Wth regard to residential, we have begun first of

all to routinely do these risk assessnments if there is a
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residential use and refining them according to SOPs that have
been thoroughly reviewed by our Science Advisory Panel. And,
again, trying to use the best data and assunpti ons.

We' ve al so begun recently to do assessnents from
exposure -- exposure bystander assessnments of a pesticide
that may drift off site to nearby people. And we have begun
to do a few of those.

Wth regard to water, | think that's another area
where oftentimes nodels are associated with our risk
assessnment. And they are, but we al so have a fair anount of
nmonitoring data that gives us a |lot of valuable information
on what are the levels of pesticides in water.

| think with regard to the water and the ecol ogi cal
assessnents, what we often do is an early screening of a
pesticide using conservative nodels. And if the pesticide
passes this screening, we pretty nuch stop. W don't put any
further resources into it. |If the screening shows that there
could be a problem and that water is a potential problem and
a route of exposure of a pesticide, we then go into the next
| evel of |ooking at what's out there. Who has nonitored for
it. We work very closely with USGS, and that relationship

has become even cl oser over the years.
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We try to characterize these nunbers. \What do
these water levels that we're finding. Wat is the nunmerator
det ects over the denom nator of those tested, trying to
recogni ze uncertainly in both directions. 1Is this an over
estimate or could it be an under estinmate based on what the
information that we're using shows us and represents.

We' ve al so begun to nonitor -- require a |ot of
nmonitoring data. And even there are a | ot of discussions
goi ng on right now of getting nonitoring data on drinking
water fromthe tap. The next probably big step in nmonitoring
in water assessment would be to incorporate that into the
Monte Carlo. And that is being worked on in HED at the
noment .

Wth regard to ecol ogical effects, again, we do
sone screening nodels to estinmate a concentration, for
exanple, that mght be in a water body at the end of a field.
And, again, if after a screening nodel it passes, we stop
there. |If further refinenent is necessary, then we will go
ahead, and the next major step, | think, in that area is
doi ng probabilistic assessnments for ecol ogical effects.

So those are sonme of the things, | think, that have

changed in the |l ast year, as well as a very, very short
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overvi ew of what risk assessnment means. So with that, we can
have any questions.

Everybody understands or is totally unclear. Jean-
Mari ?

MS. PELTIER: Lois, | want to applaud you for the
j ob you' ve done in making the risk assessnment process nore
open so that we can participate in it. And we have really
appreci ated that, and particularly appreciated the conference
calls that you' ve set up

One of the areas that we were also grasping with
when FQPA first passed was what kind of data could we in the
grower community supply to the agency in order to be hel pful.
And a | ot of us enmbarked on creation of crop profiles and now
PMS pl ans, and we're continuing to wal k al ong that path.

But in this area of worker exposure, sonme of us
have wondered what we could do in ternms of generating data
t hat would be hel pful to the agency in terns of refining the
ri sk assessnents on the worker exposure side, and wonderi ng
if there is some kind of data generically that we ought to be
| ooking at that would be helpful to conme up with other ways
of mtigating other than just extending the PHI?

MS. ROSSI : Well, there are a | ot of data,
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actually, and we've had sonme discussions in many of our
technical briefings that we've had outside of Washington,

D.C. But I think froma tax point of view, which is largely
a burden on the registrant, | think having the appropriate
studies that reflect the route of exposure is probably the
best thing, the 21 day dermal and inhal ation study.

From t he grower point of view, | think the types of
things that | nentioned about the acreage treated. Those are
vari ables that we're finding do nake a difference. The
equi prent. What is being used out there. Activities in the
field. And | think we devel oped a couple of matrixes that we
have shared with USDA, as well as grower groups and
regi strants, which show fromrecords kept actually out in the
field how many hours a pil ot applies a pesticide, how many
acres treated or different tasks that are done as workers
reenter fields. That kind of information has been hel pful.

The other type of information that is also hel pful,
whi ch, again, is largely a burden on the registrant, are
studies that are actually done using closed systens, and in
sone cases even the fornmulation that is applied using the
cl osed system That has provi ded val uabl e dat a.

So | think, you know, the practices and -- you
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know, again, the bottomline is figuring out exactly how the
pesticide is used. And the closer we get to that and the
vari abl es associated with that, then the nore confidence you
have in the risk assessnents.

MALE SPEAKER: | have a question about -- two
guestions about the water issues. You nentioned that the
probabilistic risk assessment m ght be a nmethodol ogy that
you'll be using to analyze data about water quality inpacts.

One of the debates that is raging in California now
is your Ofice of Water people, as inmplenented by your
regional office people, have said that that's not a
nmet hodol ogy that they're willing to look at for trying to
anal yze what sort of water quality inpacts there m ght be for
pestici des and what sort of nmnagenent neasures can be taken
to try to reduce those inpacts.

So have you had nmuch discussion with your O fice of
Wat er people, is one question, and how can we sol ve that
probl em

And the other question is on the risk managenment
having to do with water quality inpacts. How are you goi ng
to be factoring in nonitoring data and sone of the toxicol ogy

data that water agencies perhaps throughout the country, but
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certainly in California, have on the tools that you have to
control those inpacts?

MS. ROSSI: Okay. Denise, do you want to take the
first part?

MS. CANTER: Yeah, 1'Il take the first question.
Actually | received a series of e-mails recently on this
exact issue and this exact topic.

And the way that | think of probabilistic
ecol ogical risk assessment is in the sense that it provides
the risk nmanager with a sense of the probability of, and the
magni t ude and severity of inpact at a particular |ocation or
across nultiple |locations.

So, for exanple, if | were to say to Lois for a
particul ar pesticide that | expect that in 90 percent of the
cases | will see -- or she will see 70 percent nortality at
t hese types of |ocations, she then has to take that
i nformati on and deci de whet her she believes that to be a
significant enough inmpact to trigger any type of regulatory
nmeasures to reduce those risks.

In the context of -- | believe these have conme in
the context of TMDL issues. M communication to the Ofice

of Water people is that the issue of how you conduct a risk
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assessnent, and what you are able to provide in terns of
being able to go a step further than just saying a point
estimate can result in this kind of an effect, doesn't really
have a bearing on the risk manager's decision of what is a
significant inpact.

It really is -- it's not the risk assessment itself
that presents things probabilistically that is a problem
It's that we really don't have a netric yet for saying okay,
froma risk managenent standpoint really what do we view as a
significant inpact. |In the TVMDL context, it's pretty nmuch a
-- it's already been defined as an exceedence of a particul ar
criteria.

Well, that is a standard that exists. [If |
descri be what that really nmeans at a particular site -- at
that site it means a 70 percent probability of 50 percent
nortality -- that doesn't change the fact that that standard
exi sts under the TMDL program for that particular |ocation.
| just provided nore information on what that really neans to
the risk manager -- namnagenent side of the program

That's the way | view probabilistic risk
assessnent. To me, saying you don't want to do a

probabilistic risk assessnment says | don't want to better
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under st and probability nmagnitude and severity of inpact.
MALE SPEAKER: Well, actually the problemis not

that it's the tool

MS. CANTER  Right.

MALE SPEAKER: The problemis not that it's the
tool. It's that there do not exist standards at which the
i npact has been defined. And the biological and excell ent
toxicity tests that your Ofice of Water devel oped ten years
ago are now being used by California and probably other
states to determ ne what the no toxic standard neans.

And so that's part of the issue. But then they are
| eery of using probabilistic risk assessnent as a
tool --

MS. CANTER: Uh-huh. Right.

MALE SPEAKER: -- to try to characterize what sort
of |l evel of acceptable risk there would be.

MS. CANTER: Right. Right.

MS. MULKEY: Denise, you haven't answered the
guestion about the data that are avail able through state
monitoring and so forth and what kind of use we're nmaking of
it. That was the second part of the question.

MS. CANTER: Sur e. Sur e. In terns of our access
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and our -- in the Environnmental Fate and Effects Division we
have the responsibility for the aquatic risk assessnent, as
wel |l as the characterization of the occurrence of pesticides
in surface water and ground water as an input to the drinking
wat er assessment. And we do as thorough a search as we can
to bring in all available nonitoring data into that
assessnment process.

Now for sone pesticides there is a lot nore data
t hat exists through Drinking Water Act records and fil es and
state files, and al so under the USGS nautical program For
ot her pesticides, it's not so rich. But |I would say
generally over the past several years we're seeing nore and
nore nmonitoring occurring, and nmore and nore water rel ated
data, actual hard neasurenents in the field, comng in. And
that is part of our assessnent process and we build it into
it.

We also work with Lois for cases where we don't
have a | ot of nmonitoring data to hel p design follow up
monitoring studies to provide us with additional data to
better understand what those inpacts are in the environnent.

MS. MULKEY: Risk assessment is one of those topics

we coul d spend the whole day on. But in the interest of
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nmovi ng forward, unless sonmebody has a question that you think
you can't get handled -- get your private curiosity settled -
- maybe we can nove to the next topic on the agenda.

Thank you. Thank you. And the next topic is --

DR. TROXELL: Channels of trade.

MS. MULKEY: -- channels of trade.

DR. TROXELL: And |I'm going to do what Al Jennings
did and have Dr. Cachtauck (phonetic), Senior Devel oper in ny
office who is responsible primarily for devel oping this and
really knows what is going on, give a brief run down of our
channel s of trade inplenmentation approach. And maybe we can
pick up alittle time. W'IIl see.

MS. MULKEY: Do you want to use this nike?

DR. CACHTAUCK: Sure. Let's see if | can guess
this right. Okay, thank you. Okay. There is a handout that
covers these slides one by one available in the back. Here
is what our docunment |ooks like. By the time you subtract
the cover and the references, it's only 11 pages. It's been
i ssued as a draft on June 2nd through a notice of
avai lability in the Federal Register. W're going to take
comments for 60 days.

And the docunment itself is available at the FDA
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cfsan web site. You would go to ww. fda.gov. Go to foods.
That gets you into cfsan. And then under what's new, you
will find this docunent.

It is specific to Methyl Parathion. And what it
does is it presents our planned enforcenment approach for
f oods contai ni ng Met hyl Parathion residues in accordance with
t he channels of trade provision of the FQPA. As | said, it's
issued in draft. This is not the final guidance. This is
what we think will make sense. |It's a planned enforcenent
approach, but the final guidance could differ if coments
persuade us that some changes are appropriate.

What is this channels of trade provision? Wll,
just to set the stage a little bit, for Methyl Parathion nost
of you probably know that the |ast permtted date of
application of Methyl Parathion to approxi mtely 30
commodi ties was Decenber 31, 1999. Those were covered in
EPA's cancell ation order. The corresponding tol erances for
t hose commoditi es have been proposed to be revoked on June
2nd, the sanme day we issued our draft guidance.
Therefore, a situation can very readily arise where once that
t ol erance revocation is finalized, FDA, which nonitors

pesticide residues in the food supply, could encounter foods
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with residues of Methyl Parathion resulting froml egal
application of Methyl Parathion last fall prior to the
December 31 cutoff date.

And this is the situation that is addressed in the
channel s of trade provision. Sonme people refer to it as the
saf e harbor provision. | snuck that it in, because ny |awer
isn't here today. But the legal termis channels of trade.

And what the channels of trade provision says is
that if FDA encounters such a residue of Methyl Parathion or
ot her pesticide revoked under FQPA after the tolerance is
revoked, normally that food would be consi dered adulterated
subject to regulatory action. But in this case, food is not
adul terat ed because of this residue if the residue conplies
with the former tolerance and the responsible party can
denonstrate to FDA that application was nade at a tine and in
a manner that was | egal under FIFRA.

So the key things to renenber here is if one
encounters a situation where FDA finds a residue of Methyl
Par at hi on after the tol erance is revoked, the burden of proof
under the law is on the party responsible for the food, and
what they have to denonstrate is that the residue resulted

fromlegal application. W' re talking about application on
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or before Decenber 31, 1999.

And food that neets these two tests -- conplies
with the former tolerance and | egal application -- will not
be subject to regulatory action because of the residue, nay
remain in the channels of trade and be sold in the nornal
f ashi on.

And this is not going to be business as usual in
terns of the standard procedures that the public has cone to
expect from FDA over the years. This is a first tinme
situation. And we issued this guidance so people could have
sone idea of what to expect fromFDA if one is ever in the
situation where they have to nake this showi ng that they neet
the -- that they conply with the channels of trade
pr ovi si ons.

And we know for a fact that with respect to frozen
foods, if a crop like carrots was harvested in the fall of
1999 and has Met hyl Parathion residue on it, was cold stored
for some period of tinme and then frozen, once the freezing
t akes place, residue of nmethyl parathion is essentially going
to be on that product indefinitely. And in many
cases frozen food itens can stay in warehousing in

di stribution channels for up to four years after the crop is
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harvested. So frozen carrots fromthe 1999 fall crop coul d
concei vably be nonitored by FDA in the year 2001, in the year
2002. We could find a residue of Methyl Parathion in those
frozen carrots, and that would engage us in the type of
situation that the channels of trade provision addresses.
And that could be the case for up to four years from
information that has been provided to us.

Sone of the same things. Just the |last permtted
date of application, 12/31/99. Here is sone other
i nformati on about other kinds of foods besides frozen.

Ambi ent stored foods and refrigerated stored foods.
We believe based on what EPA has told us that Methyl
Par at hi on residues in ambient and refrigerated stored foods
will dissipate to nondetectibility in the case of ambient by
Septenber of this year, and in the case of refrigerated by
Decenmber of this year.

Under worse case conditions -- and by worse case |
mean application was made to the crop on Decenber 31, 1999,
and based on what we believe happens in terms of dissipation
-- the longest that these residues could be present would be
Septenber of this year and Decenmber of this year in the

refrigerated and anbient stored food itens.
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So really what we're tal king about is beyond the
year 2000 if Methyl Parathion is legally applied to the crop
in 1999, we don't expect to find residues in foods other than
foods that were frozen. W don't expect to find residues of
Met hyl Parathion fromthe 1999 crop in refrigerated and
anbi ent stored foods after these interim periods reaching
into Septenber and Decenber of this year. So nost of the
real nexus here of what the | aw addresses and what we expect
to encounter is going to be in the area of frozen foods.

Here is what we expect to happen this year. W're
in the year 2000. W don't know when the tol erance
revocation is going to be finalized. EPA has taken coments
for 60 days and has stated that they will finalize revocation
as soon as possible after the coment peri od.

Once the revocation is finalized and until the end
of the year 2000 -- whether it be August or Septenber or
until the end of the year -- if we encounter Methyl Parathion
in a food that is necessarily fromthe 2000 crop -- sonething
like fresh lettuce, we think is a good exanple, where there
is no way that application could have been made in 1999 --
that food is subject to enforcenent action. There is no way

we believe that the responsible party can nmake a show ng that
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they conplied with the channels of trade provision, because
that food wasn't in the farmer's field until this year

(END OF TAPE THREE, SIDE TWO)

DR. CACHTAUCK: -- tolerances. These are going to
be crops that would be the crop of this year's grow ng season
and there is going to be no safe harbor, if you will, for
t hose.

The foods not necessarily fromthe 2000 crop -- one
exanple is apples that could have been harvested |l ast fall,
cold stored and being brought to market -- if we encounter
Met hyl Parathion within the former tol erance, until the end
of this year we do not plan to ask the hol der of those apples
to demobnstrate to FDA that the residue results from an
application of Methyl Parathion in 1999.

If you will, we're going to take a conmobn sense
approach that apples that are being marketed this year,
unl ess we know ot herwi se that they are the product of this
year's harvest -- and that isn't going to really be happening
until the end of the year. Apples that were harvested | ast
year, we're not going to ask the responsible hol der of those
appl es to denonstrate to us what we think is obvious.

But when we get into next year, we only expect to
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find Methyl Parathion residues in frozen foods. |If we find
Met hyl Parat hion residues in nonfrozen foods, we're not going
to assunme that those residues result from application of
Met hyl Parathion to the crop in 1999.

And in that case, if we're dealing with apples
again, we're going to ask the holder to denonstrate to us
that those residues resulted fromlegal application of Methyl
Parat hion, i.e., before Decenber 31, 1999. We don't think
that that kind of situation is likely to be one in which a
processor can show that they conplied with the channel s of
trade provision.

But we do expect in nmonitoring frozen foods beyond
the year 2000 that we will encounter frozen food itens with
resi dues of Methyl Parathion where the holder will be able to
denonstrate to us that the residue results from| egal
application of Methyl Parathion. But that burden, under the
way the | aw works, gets put onto the holder of the food.

And here are sone of the kinds of things that we
think could work in ternms of how that show ng woul d be made.

Packi ng codes, for instance. The packing code on
t he package of the frozen food item showi ng that the product

was packed -- was processed in the year 2000, getting back to
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the frozen carrots, again. Frozen carrots fromthe 1999
harvest may not have been frozen and packed until sonmetine
during the year 2000. And a packing code could indicate
that, or batch records could indicate that. And we think
that these are the kinds of records that npst food processors
mai nt ai n.

So if the holder of the frozen carrots could
denonstrate to us that these carrots were packed in the year
2000, we woul d say that they have nmet their burden of
docunentation that the residue results froma | awful
application of Methyl Parathion.

It gets a little bit nore tricky when we're dealing
with something |ike a blended juice. | |ooked at the Methyl
Par at hi on tol erances and 30 are proposed to be revoked, but
there are others that are going to remain. And one of the
ones that remains is cranberries. Apples is proposed for
revocati on.

So if I"'minterpreting this correctly -- let's take
a mxed juice like a cranberry apple m xture. It's
concei vable that legally treated cranberries will --

MALE SPEAKER: Go on.
DR. CACHTAUCK: Okay. Legally treated cranberries
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fromthis year's harvest -- from next year's harvest could
i ntroduce Met hyl Parathion residues into the product.

Cbvi ously the tol erance woul d have been revoked for apples.

So if we find Methyl Parathion residue in a n xed
juice like a cranberry apple blend, what we're going to want
the responsible party to show us is that sone kind of a
programis in place to ensure that apple concentrate or
i ncom ng appl es do not have Methyl Parathion residues.

Cbvi ously introduction of Methyl Parathion fromone of the
i ngredi ents woul d be perm ssible, but not fromthe other
i ngredi ent .

And this kind of situation could apply in a variety
of cases where you have bl ended ingredients in products where
tolerance may still be in effect for one of the ingredients
and it nmay be revoked for the other. So |I'msure that's
going to get some questions.

We're going to handle inports the sane way as we
handl e donmestic. Fresh lettuce offered for inport, once the
tol erance is revoked, is not going to be allowed to enter the
U.S., because we assune that that's necessarily a crop of
this year.

Starting in 2001, the sane way that we would handl e
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residue findings in a frozen food, if a frozen food is
offered for inport, the entry is going to be detained and the
burden will be on the inporter to nake a show ng of channels
of trade conpli ance.

And finally -- well, next to last, we're trying to
m nimze the burden. The |aw places the responsibility to
make this showing on the holder of the food. W've cited
exanpl es of docunmentation, such as packi ng codes and batch
records, that we think nost processors al ready maintain.

And last, as | said, we're entering into a not
busi ness as usual situation here, and if we didn't issue this
gui dance docunent, |'m sure no one would have any idea what
to expect from FDA.

Wth respect to future pesticide tolerance
revocations that mght -- that will follow under FQPA, we're
considering issuing a generic guidance docunment incorporating
these principles in this docunment. |If these principles can
be applied in a broader manner to other pesticides, and
thinking in terns of the way we're dealing with the year 2000
as a transitional year and | ooking at frozen foods as sort of
t he category, we would have that ongoi ng nexus.

To the extent -- and then naybe a four year maxinum

For The Record, |Inc.
Wal dorf, Maryl and
(301) 870- 8025



-
<
L
=
-
O
o
(@
L
>
—
- -
o
o
<
<
o
L
2
=

195
wi ndow in which the channels of trade situation could be
shown to be conplied with for a given pesticide. To the
extent that these principles nmght work nore broadly and we
will not have a proliferation of guidance documents, we're
considering a future generic gui dance docunent.

If a pesticide doesn't fit this general approach,
obvi ously we nay have to have in those cases other specific
gui dance. But the fewer guidance docunments in a not business
as usual situation that we can have, | think the better off
we all are.

So that is the channels of trade presentation. Dr.
Troxell and | will try to answer any questions that you al
m ght have. |'mgoing to sit down.

MALE SPEAKER: Good timng. Gosh, | wanted to talk
about the channels of trade issue, but you opened up a whole
ot her bag of issues with the nixed foods -- the bl ending
concept .

|"mparticularly concerned about -- what you have
suggested relative to Methyl Parathion then suggests that for
each product in any m xture, we have to have a testing
program t hat woul d prove that conmpounds that nm ght not be

regi stered for one of those conpounds -- or one of those
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foods in the m xture was not on those foods.

So, for instance, fruit cocktail. | have to have a
testing program for every product that goes into fruit
cocktail to assure that a pesticide not registered for grapes
isn't on the grapes, but well may be on the pineapple?

That's new. That's -- FDA has never required that
sort of testing or procedure.

DR. TROXELL: Okay. Let's talk about two things.
First of all, as Mke said, this really is only relevant to
frozen foods. So even that exanple of cranberry apple
cocktail, since that was probably, you know, concentrated and
so on with a | ot of heat, thermally Methyl Parathion is going
to be conposed. There's probably not really going to be a
real situation. It's just illustrative.

The second thing is, there are supposed to be
incom ng ingredient controls, and I would think that
manuf act urers have sonme understandi ng of where and when they
got the crop from

So there is no sinple gate that we can -- you know,

t oday you can and tonorrow you can't. So there has to be
some kind of transition to deal with the channels of trade.

But | guess several other things. This is draft
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gui dance, for one. Secondly, we're trying to keep it
relatively sinple. It may have sounded nore conmplex than it
really is. And thirdly, think of this as kind of a pilot for
nore pesticide situations con ng down the road. You know,
fourth, remenmber that EPA has, you know, on the order of six
nmont hs to revoke the tol erance after registration has been
canceled. In this case, it's extending nore than six nonths.

So there are a lot of products in the future where
the pesticide will degrade in storage or through therna
processing and so on. So this may not be as big a problem as
everybody is concerned about. However, we don't do the
processi ng, and we need to understand what the problens are
her e.

| think it's not going to really work for us to
just hear that won't work. That won't work. G ve us sone
solutions to make this work as well as it can.

MALE SPEAKER: Keep the tol erance.

DR. TROXELL: Well, okay. But that's been
di scussed extensively with EPA. And you have to al so think
t hat pendi ng that that won't happen, that you won't keep it
much beyond six nmonths, then what are the practical

approaches to inmplenmenting this provision of the |aw.
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The other thing, FDA sanples al nost a hundred
percent of raw agricultural products. W sanple from packing
houses and so on. W do very little sanpling of finished
products. Total Diet Study does and so on. But we do have
to provide guidance to assure conpliance with the channel s of
trade provision of the Act.

And generally we may have to go out with a little
assignnment to see that this is being followed. But, you
know, keep in mnd that principally FDA s enforcenent
nmonitoring and surveillance is on the raw agricul tural
pr oduct s.

MS. MULKEY: Yeah. Terry, if I may. | take it we
coul d have a di scussi on about whether and why this issue of
bl ended commditi es, one of which has a tol erance and one
doesn't, would be handled differently in the channels of
trade context than in just ordinary context.

| mean, the part | didn't understand -- and |' m not
suggesting we try to resolve it here -- was why it would be
different in this context than in, for exanple, a situation
where you have a newy registered pesticide registered for
one of the itens in a blended -- registered on cranberries

but not apples and it shows up in cranapple juice.
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| assune we could have some opportunity, obviously
not today, to try to understand why you would treat that
differently in the channels of trade scenario than you woul d
in any other scenario.

DR. TROXELL: This is not going to be to us a mmjor
i ssue, because, again, we deal with packing houses and so on.
We do not deal with m xed bags of frozen foods usually. So
we get themone at a time when we can tell whether or not
there is a tolerance or not a tolerance, and we can say
you're either, you know, over or either you have a problem or
you don't.

But there will be cases where people will do
measurenents and then they'l|l be saying, what about this,
FDA. And then sonebody is going to have to be able to show
when those cases arise that they've actually followed the
channel s of trade provisions.

MALE SPEAKER: Well, | agree we should probably do
t he m xed bl ended products off |ine, because that's a day's
worth of discussion. But you brought up so many other things
her e.

| guess essentially what you're saying is, don't
worry because we don't test your product if it's a m xed
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product, and you can rely on our discretion. Because that's
ki nd of what it comes down to in this case.

And | guess ny question -- |'ve done this to Paul
before, so I'll do it again. What is the State of California
going to do when they test and find Methyl Parathion in
frozen carrots? Are you going to follow FDA's discretion?
And the 49 other states, are they all going to do the same
t hi ng?

Now this presents a problemif there isn't some
uniformty relative to this. And I know that when we had
this discussion before, Terry, you said we would request the
st ates be reasonable about this. But as a food processor, it
puts us in a real bind. W don't want -- as nuch as we | ove
and trust our governnent, we don't want to put our product on
the line based on discretion.

So what will essentially happen is we'll say we're
not taking any of your carrots if they were produced during
the year 1999. We won't touch prior to the year 1999. And
sSo now you' ve got a channels of trade problem because
processors just don't want to take risks.

And this is not necessarily your problem It was

created by EPA' s decision that they can't hold onto these
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tol erances for |onger than six nonths.

MS. MULKEY: | don't think that was a discretionary
act on EPA's part, either.

MALE SPEAKER: Let's just stick with one commodity,
t he one you always tal k about.

(Laughter.)

MALE SPEAKER: We won't nane it. \Wen you go and
actually drink apple juice in the United States off the
shel f, usually you're drinking a m xture of juices, sone
single strength and some concentrates. The concentrates --
50 percent of them conme from offshore. The concentrates are
al so produced in the United States by a | ot of processors.

Usually the |l arger processors are going into a
100, 000 gall on concentrate tank, 70 percent concentrate
-- 70 percent soluble sugars. That is held at about 32 to 35
degrees. It is not frozen. And | would tell you that Methyl
Par at hi on, based on our very limted experience, is stable
under those conditions. And what's nore, | don't think there
is any difference between that and being frozen. But it's
not frozen. | mean, you know, it's |iquid.

So in tal king about this crop and this commodity --

| can't tal k about every other one that has a processing step
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t hat does sonmething like this. But it's just -- | don't know
what your data is. But |I'msure your data doesn't cover
frozen -- not frozen. But concentrated -- chilled

concentrated apple juice and then its use.

And it's a bleed and feed system It is not -- you
know, you don't make a 100,000 gallon tank and then drain it
down to nothing and then fill it again the next year. So
you' ve got maybe -- you know, maybe a hundred different
growers or maybe 500 different growers' crop in there. You
may have two seasons. Possibly two seasons in the tank. |If
you buy offshore, you know, you nmight even blend that tank to
get a certain acidity or color.

And so you're tal king about something that isn't a
plug flow It's really -- you know, it's really a conposite
product for both seasons and growers and treatnents. And in
t he past, as you know, all those, with rare exceptions, have
all been | egal product because they were done under good
agricultural practices and had residues that are |egal.

And now we're in a situation where you're telling
us, because there is sone study that I don't know about, that
you won't have a Methyl Parathion residue unless it's a

frozen product.
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MS. MULKEY: Maybe in the interest of our agenda
managenent this would be a good tine to point out the fact
that there is a public comment period for both the FDA
approach and for the EPA proposed revocations. And this kind
of very specific coment relating to, for exanple, apple
juice would be highly appropriate for inclusion.

We generally -- and we don't have any of our
| awyers here -- would say we have to wite all this down and
docket it and put it in our comments. So we probably ought
to avoid having this forum becone in effect an opportunity to

comment on the rules for that reason as well.

But it is clearly inportant. | don't believe we
have a verbatimrecording of today's session. W wll have
tomorrow. |Is that a verbatim-- well, maybe we will be able
to docket then. That's good. |It's good to be able to foll ow

the rules and play by the rules.

But in any event, we do have an agenda managenment
issue. We know that this is a topic of considerable
interest. | don't want to cut off anybody's opportunity to
be heard, but we do have a tinetable problem

MS. LUDWG This is Sarah Ludwig. | work for

Shrim (phonetic) WIllians & Associ ates and represent vari ous
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California commodities. And | have to admt, listening to
this presentation, to me what | do not understand and what |
woul d like to understand, is why can the EPA not do tine
limted tol erances based on the kind of commpdity?

That would elimnate FDA's need to do this whole
song and dance. |If the EPA took the stance that this is a
transition issue. This is sonmething that is part of allow ng
growers to nove away fromthese conpounds. To make tinme
limted tol erances based on the information you have -- and
maybe it has to be down to the kind of commodity: the juice,

the concentrate, the frozen.

For exanmple, | work with nut crops. They get m xed
up. It's the same issue. You have a large silo with all the
nuts that are harvested comng frommultiple growers. It

woul d be very difficult to docunent two years down the |ine
where that bag of nuts canme from

But | would like to understand this whole -- we've
heard now FDA's side. | have not understood EPA' s position
on this issue.

MS. MULKEY: We did try to lay out in our proposed
revocati on both our explanation of why we believe it was

appropriate and legally required to go forward with
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revocations. But we also expressly invited comrent on ideas,
such as the one you just described, or any others.

So it seens to nme that if | or someone el se on
behal f of EPA said today anything sort of beyond what we laid
out there, it would appear that we're not as open m nded as
we in fact are in terns of attenpting to hear that. W did
try in that document to very explicitly lay out what we
understood to be the statutory underpinni ngs of what we were
doi ng.

We al so all have an interest -- everybody -- in
havi ng the channels of trade provisions work, because
what ever el se we do, there are going to be circunstances and
scenarios in which it's very inportant for themto work. And
we have already experienced sonme revocations where the
avai lability of the channels of trade provision has been
relied on.

So what ever el se happens, we all have an interest
in identifying a way to maxini ze the success of an approach
t hat FDA can use, regardl ess of whether the channels of trade
provision is invoked in every single possible scenario for
every single possible commodity every tinme there is any

action involving a chem cal and dietary risks.
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So | would make that sort of plea to all of us,
t hat what ever el se we say about whether we want to avoid
i nvoki ng the channels of trade provision for some subset of
ci rcunmst ances, we have an interest in having them be workabl e
for this subset of circunstances where they' re inevitably
going to be triggered, regardl ess of whether this revocation
has, you know, an exact time line in it or not.

And we can take one nore question.

DR. CACHTAUCK: Yeah. | just wanted to point out -

- well, I"msure you can trust your governnent. M point
about our principally sanpling raw commodities was not to say
that we intend to give a free pass on everything. Because if
we are putting this out, it's intended that industry make the
best of assuring that they're not pulling crops fromthe year
2000 where Met hyl Parathion was used and m xing themw th

ot her ingredients, for exanple.

But as a practical matter, that's how we do our
nmonitoring normally, |ooking at raw products. And, yes, we
need a very efficient approach to the channels of trade,
because we don't have resources to go chasing down these
addi tional situations. And every resource we put on that

t akes resources away from our general nonitoring and our
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ot her food safety issues. So we want the snpot hest
transition for these tol erance revisions that we can get.

MS. MULKEY: Maybe we can take one nore question.

MR. MASS: Andy Mass from Makht eshi m Aghan of North
America. After tolerance revocation, is the enforcenent
nmet hod used to establish that something is MP free, for
exanpl e? An EPA enforcenent nethod?

DR. CACHTAUCK: There is no EPA enforcement nethod.
There is FDA

MR. MASS: O FDA?

DR. CACHTAUCK: FDA has its nulti residue nethods
that it has been using. And they have a | evel of
guantitation that we use as a practical |evel of quantitation
for our l|abs around the country. The sanme |evel we would use
for a nontol erance commodity right now, we would be using on
t hese conmmpdities where the revocation -- where the tol erance
was revoked.

MR. MASS: Thank you.

DR. CACHTAUCK: Now at the risk of conplicating
this thing even further, the Departnment of Agriculture
t hrough the Food Safety Inspection Service enforces

tol erances that EPA establishes on nmeat, poultry, mlk and
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sone egg products. Therefore, we have a sim | ar enforcenent

i ssue that FDA does.

And within the next -- hopefully -- few weeks, FSIS
will be issuing a general guidance docunent on how they woul d
propose to deal with this issue. It will |ook very

conpati ble with what FDA has done for Methyl Parathion in
terns of a process and a procedure and a presunption.

So when you're looking at this issue, please keep
an eye out. | said in a few weeks | hope to see the FSIS
proposal out on how we will deal with the nmeat, m |k, eggs
and poul try.

Thanks.

MS. MULKEY: Al right, thank you. Well, we are
al nost exactly a half hour behind schedule. And that was not
nmeant to point to this topic as the reason we've accunul at ed
to that point.

Kevin, we've already asked you to truncate your
di scussion of what's going on with worker protection. You
heard a little bit about worker protection risk assessnent.
| don't think that's the thrust of Kevin's presentation. It
really has nore to do with our programs regardi ng worker

protection beyond the individual chem cal managenment process.
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MR. KEANEY: Well, since |I'mnot running the Power
Point, | can certainly truncate what |I'm presenting. M nane
is Kevin Keaney. | amthe Branch Chief of a Certification of
Wor ker Protection Branch. And | want to present sonme quick
background on the worker protection regulation: the history,
where it has taken us to at this point and what we anticipate
in the near termin the national reassessnment -- or national
assessnment of the program

The regulation itself provides basic protections --
very basic protections -- for agricultural workers. The
protections are grouped around three significant regul ations.
It provides information through basic safety training posters
and basic safety training. It provides notification of
wor kers, and then central postings as far as specific
applications and site information about those applications.

It also protects themw th requirements on the
| abel for protective equi pment or gear, and specifically
details restricted entry intervals based on the toxicity and
nmet hods of application in the product. And it also provides
specific label directives as far as protecting during
appl i cations.

And then in the event that exposure m ght occur,
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there is a requirenent for decontam nation supplies -- really
an exalted termfor water, paper towels and soap
-- inthe field for a certain period. And then the provision
to provide enmergency assistance if there is sone exposure.

So it's very basic -- very basic stuff that a |lot of other
i ndustries had for decades.

The time line? It was a '92 standard. It passed
in '"92. It becane a regulation in '92. It went through a
rel abelling exercise in '93 relabelling products. And in '94
it attracted attention -- the attention of a nunmber of groups
t hat becane a coalition that brought the issue to Congress
and there was a congressional delay. A congressional delay
probably notivated by contentions that there were certain
provi sions that were just not workable in the field.
Contentions that this inposed a burden on the grower for
trai ning and outreach comuni cati ons that they nay not be
accustoned to doing, and we, the agency, should provide sone
nmeans for themto do that. And I'll show you what we did as
a result.

So this congressional delay to '95 and we had full
i npl ementation in '95. W had initial public hearings to see

how t hings were going in '96. A publication of the results
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of this national dialogue in '97 that focussed on certain
themes that we find are still consistent themes of concern in
the regul ation of what we're seeing now So that is sort of
a rough chronol ogy of the regul ati on.

As a result of the congressional delay and
adjustnments to make things a better fit in the field, we did
undertake a nunmber of anendnments. We changed some of the
training provisions. W allowed a crop -- a certified crop
advi sory extension, so that they could continue to work and
be advocates of integrated pest managenent and so forth.

We made sone adjustnments as far as the use of
decontanm nati on supplies. W had an irrigation exception for
certain kinds of yields, so that irrigation activities could
be conducted. Certain products are low -- their |evel of
application is low contact, so we had certain provisions to
al l ow | ow cont act exceptions.

And there was sone specific |language in the initial
regul ati on speaking to English and to Spanish, and there are
ot her popul ations that need to be contacted. But if you were
dealing with a popul ati on that spoke an Asian | anguage that's
a | abor force, you were not in conpliance if you used an

Asi an | anguage and sign and so forth. So that was just an
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oversight in the initial drafting. So we changed that so
that if you' re speaking to the |abor pool, use the
appropriate | anguage, whatever that wll be.

So we nmade those changes. There are still sone
pendi ng actions. There was sone concern about the provisions
in the regul ation about gloves and prohibiting glove liners.
An argument was nade to us that you're going to have the
gl oves not worn in hot weather or very cold weather if they
don't have liners. So, you know, what is the gain there?

You' re going to have people not using the gl oves.

So we had a proposal and a final that will probably
be published next nonth. And we'll provide for glove liners
and al so address issues raised by agricultural pilots -- the
aviators -- of bringing gloves in the cockpit as being --

just inappropriate of bringing gloves that may be
contam nated into the cockpit. So that will be addressed in
t he gl ove amendnent that we're going to put out next nonth in
final.

Researchers have petitioned us for an exenption.
We've met for a nunmber of neetings with the researcher
conmmunity. | think we've reached a point with them which we

will nenorialize in a letter to themthat takes them point by
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poi nt through their concerns and expl ains how they can
function within the existing regulation and still do their
busi ness where they thought they were constrained. They were
essentially reading constraints in the regul ation.

There is a rose growers exception petition to us to
renew an exception that they have to allow an early harvest
of roses. We published that and we're considering that.

We have fornmed a -- as a pending action, we have
formed a worker protection assessnment group that is
conducting national assessnments. We're also working with
maki ng nore transparent the whole nethod of assessing
restricted reentry intervals.

And as sone of you may recall, when the initial
regul ation went into effect in '92 there was a hazard
conmuni cations proposal conmponent there that never was
brought final. And we've withdrawn that proposal, but it
still has that aspect of the regulation that we have to be
nore explicit and address how do we sort of track the OSHA
pattern and provide a hazard comruni cati on el enent for the
protection regulation. W'I|l be addressing that within the
nati onal assessnent.

One of the charges that Congress made, as |
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nmenti oned, was that there was a lot of training -- safety
trai ning burden put on the agricultural conmmunity and that we
shoul d provide the wherewithal to conduct that. So we did
this. And these are all in Spanish. The nmaterials
t hensel ves are in English and Spani sh.

But we have the Budget and Managenent of Pesticide
Poi soni ng's acute effects docunment that is out. The new
edition that is out in English and Spanish. Chasing the Sun,
a Novella video that provides basic safety principles for
wor ker s.

We're trying to take some different approaches into
the agricultural |abor pool there with sone -- (inaudible) --
tradi ti onal approaches to training, such as this next point,
English as a Second Language program which is built around
the basic safety principles that are outlined in the
regul ations, to reach into the elenentary schools or anyone
who is doing English as a Second Language, and essentially
buil d an awareness of English, using the principles that
we're trying to convey for pesticide safety.

There is also the basic protect yourself from
pesticides for workers, the manual for training workers, and

protect yourself from pesticides for handlers -- pesticide
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handl ers. We have sonme audio tapes. A wi de variety of audio
tapes, Rio Pesticidos, in Spanish, English and Asian, which
again focus on the various principles we want to convey to
the | abor community.

A video, The Playing Field, which, again, is a
Novel |l a, built around occupational health and safety issues
and wor ker protection issues. It relates to the Spanish
community which we're trying to reach. It's built around, as
| said, a Novella approach involving children and famly and
so forth in there. Their interactions with their jobs and
basic safety principles.

The Pl aying Field, again, has al so been converted
into a basic curriculumfor |ower grade levels in
agricultural communities, prinmarily border comunities and
Spani sh | abor comunities, so that they can bring this into
the schools, give it to the children and the children bring
it home and so forth.

There are a | ot of conpliance guides that we put
out, using titled just that, how to conply. How to conply
with the regulation. Heat stress is a big concern. W have
vari ous gui des on how to control heat stress in agriculture.

We have a web site that deals with the three prograns that
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our branch work with. That is the Wirker Protection
Regul ation Recertification and Training Program the
Pesticide Applicators and a new initiative to create a fairly
dramatic outreach into the primary care nmedi cal provider
conmmunity to nake them nore aware of the inplications of
wor king with and around pesti ci des.

Al'l of these materials can be rel eased to anyone
once we release them and distribute them W' ve done
mllions of copies of things in the early stages. Ray
McKowski's (phonetic) outfit came in and hel ped provide
funding to do mllions of copies of the worker safety
training manuals for free distribution. Most of it is free
or very, very low cost. G npler (phonetic) is the Ag supply
house. They have a whol e catal og of materials based on
t hings that we've done and actually is producing it a |ot
cheaper than we coul d.

And as | said, we're taking sort of nontraditional
approaches. W' ve got a number of games of bingo. A bingo
gane based on basic principles in English and Spanish. W're
in a cooperative relationship with a Hi spanic radi o network
to do particular programs and spots to target the community

we want with information that we think is appropriate.
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The future direction for the whole progran? This
nati onal assessment is very -- it's going to be consum ng us
and we hope a nunber of the stakeholders playing in this
arena over the next year or perhaps these next few nonths.
We'll forma national assessment group. We'll go towards
recomendat i ons com ng out of the group.

And primarily trying to nove towards a point where
we're having a cl oser coordination between the worker
protection regulation and a certification and training
program Because you're dealing with essentially the sane
| abor pool, or at |east a continuumfromfield hand through
handl er perhaps into the applicator comunity. The
applicator conmmunity is becom ng nore Spani sh speaking. The
wor ker community already is 70 percent Hispanic.

| said we're going to do this national assessnent.
It's going to consunme us and our stakeholders. Part of the
i npetus for this programreview is reconmmendati ons com ng out
of our Children's Health Ofice. Their advisory committee
recommended that we | ook at those regulations to see how
effectively it protected children, wonmen and pregnant wonen.

The General Accounting O fice audit, that you nay

be famliar with, recently focussed on the program its
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i npl enment ati on and enforcenment. There are a number of
advocacy groups' recomendations comng to us. They have
cone to us over the |ast year.

Just the other day, Monday or Tuesday, in the Post
there was the news notice about the human rights watch study
t hat focuses mainly on the Fair Labor Standards Act and the
Depart nent of Labor provisions, but also brings in the worker
protection regul ati on as needing a | ook, which we are. Which
we are doing.

We had planned the review. This is the five year
point. It was fully inplemented in '95. 1It's a |ogical
point to look at it to see howits working as far as
i npl enment ati on and enforcenment. So we were planning it and
we're getting any nunber of added incentives froma variety
of corners.

Now we' re going to do a conprehensive assessnent.
It's going to review the process we use to cal cul ate RElSs.
It's going to review the process we use to calculate the risk
to agricultural bystanders. |It's going to increase the
project. It's going to focus on nedical activities related
to farm workers and farm worker children to pesticide

exposure.
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And all of this will be, as | said, folded into the
outcones and recommendati ons of this national assessnment that
we formally began two weeks ago with a workshop in Texas.

Qur review process to look at REIs will involve
upgrading -- this may have been covered a bit earlier, but I
don't think so. It's going to upgrade the transfer co-
efficient database for agricultural activities. It wll
identify relevant data in ongoing research for young field
workers and see that that's incorporated. And it's going to
have an internal review of the restricted entry interval
algorithmand try to turn that on to just sonmething that we
can surface that you can understand and nake the process
transparent. And that will be formally brought forward
sonmetime this sumer.

(END OF TAPE FOUR, SI DE ONE)

MR. KEANEY: This was begun | ast year in Septenber
by bringing the standard operating procedures before the
Sci ence Advisory Panel. And the revised standard operating
procedures were scheduled to be out this month. |'m not
sure. But it's a summer activity to bring that forward,
agai n, and make that nore transparent how we're doing

busi ness t here.
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A very quick overview of the projects focussing on
farm worker health. That's the array of things that |I'm
going to make a few comments on. And these are all provided
in the outline handout that you have.

One significant exercise is the pesticide national
strategies for health care providers that | nmentioned. In
'98 we brought together a federal interagency coalition
represented by EPA, USDA, Labor and HHS. That led to a '98
wor kshop where we brought together an expert panel fromthe
medical -- the primary care nedical comunity, deans of
medi cal schools, directors of clinics and networks of
clinics. Another workshop here especially fornmed an approach
to take which | ed to workshops based around the nedi cal
practice, nmedical training and resources.

And out of those workshops we have a draft strategy
that is going to be published next nonth for comment. A
national strategy for health care providers to deal with
pesticides. And it involves raising awareness in the health
care community, changing the burden on the nmedical schools,
changi ng the retraining exercises, devel oping nodul es,
devel opi hg access to resources through sone conmon gat eway

medi a or other consortium of interest. So we'll finalize
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this draft strategy and hold a national forumto focus around
t hese issues in 2001 -- late in 2001.

We're also involved in a ot of mnor health
activities, either through funding or through staffing or a
conbi nati on of staffing and funding. W participate in the
Bi -national M grant Health Coordi nate Group, Mgrant Health
Clinic Evaluation Work Group. W're part of the M grant
Chil dren's Consensus Project with funding and support and
resources with our staff. We're also participating in the
Nati onal Children's Center for Rural and Agricultural Health
and Safety Studies.

MS. MULKEY: Can we try to wap it up?

MR. KEANEY: We're part of the -- (inaudible) --
project and NASS project, which is going to actually give us
data fromthe field. W' Il be getting usable data fromthat
this year. It involves a collection of states that we can
use as a sanpling projection. W're part of the National
Agricul tural Worker Survey -- Marcia is waving. W're part
of the Health and Nutrition Study, the Standard --

(i naudi ble) -- Health and Nutrition Study.
And as | said, these are all outlined. You can see

that we're involved in quite a few things that will get us
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better information regardi ng exposure and better information
-- and better reach into the health care provider conmunity.

We' re conducting an organophosphat e exposure study
in New Jersey that is going to work with fam|lies and see
what sort of take hone exposure is involved. Wrking with
Rutgers, it will be bio monitoring and questionnaires and so
forth.

We, of course, support the MBTN. We have sone
medi cal outreach to tribes.

But all of this is feeding into the nati onal
assessnment, and the national assessnment is a consensus in
col | aboration and a building exercise with USDA, EPA,

Depart nent of Labor, HHS, states, farm workers, farm worker
advocates and farmers. From our perspective it's a two track
exerci se going on, com ng out of the programoffice here and
com ng out of the enforcenent office.

There is a specific enforcement programreview
bei ng conducted that is going to | ook at the regions, how we
gi ve gui dance and definition of the regions. How we coll ect
data fromthe regions and how they interact with the states
to do the same thing. W're going to conduct this integrated

review of regions' and states' interactions relative to
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wor ker protection. We are out of this exercise going to have
a specific response to the GAO audit and the points that are
rai sed there.

We'I|l create a strategic plan for the program and
program change in the future. W had our first workshop in
Austin a few weeks ago. The next workshop is going to be in
Sacranmento in Novenber, and the third workshop is in Ol ando
in February.

MS. MULKEY: Thank you. We can take a coupl e of
guestions and then we'll try to get a little break in here.

Shel l ey? And welcone. Nice to see you.

MS. DAVIS: | have a few questions basically on
timng. | appreciate that you're doing this national
assessnent, and that's a fine effort. But |'m concerned that

everything not be put off until the conclusion of that
effort.

But et me just ask in specific two things that |
t hought | heard you say. W're going to await sonme ki nd of
final conclusion. One is enforcenment problems. The GAO
rai sed significant problems with enforcenent. A nunber of
advocacy groups have done reports on the poor state of

enf orcenent.
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And | wonder when we're going to see sonme actual
i nprovenent in enforcenent?

MR. KEANEY: The number of things that we found in
the Austin workshop are things that we can i medi ately act
on. And anything that we can act on i mredi ately or sooner
will be acted on before the final recommendati ons package,
obvi ously. There are a nunber of things relative to building
infrastructure in the states, getting a better handle, and on
enf orcenent what is or isn't happening, and bringing pressure
to bear on that.

So | spoke of a year or 18 nonths, but that's to
the final articulation package of recomrendations. W'l
begin a nunmber of things imediately, as soon as we, you
know, frame the issue and how we can respond. Sone of them
we' ve begun already by fornm ng workshops and by form ng grant
activity to support change.

So it doesn't -- it isn't waiting until a year or
18 nonths to do sonet hi ng.

MS. DAVIS: How about -- just to follow up on that,
because | want to nmake sure | understand what is happening
and what's not happening.

Are you giving greater guidance to the states as to
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how to actually enforce the standard?

MR. KEANEY: Yes. That was sonething that had a
clear focus in the workshop and in the GAO audit. It's how
do you define an inspection. How do you report an
i nspection. How do you track resolution of the action. And
that is on an accelerated track out of our O fice of
Enforcement to nmake sure all of that is clearly articul ated
and consi stent across the country.

MS. DAVIS: The other question |I had was on the
hazard comruni cati on problem As you know, the initial
proposal was issued in '92 and here we are eight years |ater.

When do you anticipate a new proposal ?

MR. KEANEY: On hazard communi cation? Hazard
conmuni cation is sonething we can probably begin to address
wi t hout a proposal. | know we've tal ked about the best ways
of conveyi ng what workers feel they should know and have a
right to know.

And in the Austin discussions, some of the breakout
sessions did revol ve around how best to convey necessary
medi cal information that m ght be appropriate and necessary
signs and synptonms that m ght be appropriate. And sone of

the states are doing that. W can nodel on those states and
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eventually fold it into perhaps sonme regul atory change.

But | think we can begin action on that just out of
this assessnent exerci se.

MS. DAVIS: Well, when are we going to see crop
sheets, for exanple?

MR. KEANEY: That was one of the options proposed,
yeah. And as | said, we can work with the states that are
doi ng that and see how effective it is and provide it as a
nodel . | see that as an appropriate way to address the
i ssue.

MS. MULKEY: Ckay. Thank you. We can take two
gui ck questions?

MALE SPEAKER: Are there copies of the audit
avail abl e from GAO?

MR. KEANEY: The GAO audit is on the GAO web site.
And whatever the date was -- it was a few nonths ago. But
it'"s on the web site -- their web site.

MS. MULKEY: Ckay.

MR. KEANEY: And the Human Ri ghts Watch report is
on their web site, humanrights. org.

MALE SPEAKER: Having worked on the research --

(i naudi ble) -- you nmentioned a letter. And | was curious to
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know when this letter will be distributed so we know what
your stand is?

MR. KEANEY: Right. |It's drafted now. 1It's com ng
out of my branch -- you know, it will be out of nmy branch
next week, perhaps.

MALE SPEAKER: | hope your choice of words was
unfortunate, because you said the letter was going to be
menori al i zed.

(Laughter.)

MS. MULKEY: | think what he meant was it's going
to reflect the discussions that were had.

MR. KEANEY: Yes.

MS. MULKEY: That we think was the resolution of
the petition issues.

MALE SPEAKER: Well, I'mglad you realize that
-- (inaudible).

MS. MULKEY: Well, we're actually feeling very good
about what we think is a neeting of the mnds in that area.

Vel l, we have seven minutes until four. | know
everybody is dying to make your phone calls and have your
visits. But we are scheduled to finish entirely at five. |If

you will really come back by no later than five after four
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and be in your seats, we can do that, and you can make al
t hose phone calls and have those visits at five. And it's in
all of our interests to do that.

So, please, let's nake this break a short one.

(Wher eupon, a brief break was
t aken.)

MS. MULKEY: We have three topics remaining for
this afternoon. They were originally scheduled for an hour
and 15 mnutes. W're going to do themin 45. That does not
in any way dimnish their inportance. | think it does
reflect the relatively straightforward nature of the
informati on we have on these three topics. W are primarily
provi ding status, rather than a |ot of content on these three
t opi cs.

Linda Werrell is a key nmenmber of our team on Public
Heal th Pesticides. But the |eadership of that teamis away
only by coincidence and for a brief personal break. So
Arnol d sends his greetings along with the rest of the team

But Linda will ably, |I'msure, provide this
i nformation.

MS. WERRELL- GERBER: Well, good afternoon. M nane

is actually Linda Werrell-Gerber.
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MS. MULKEY: Oh, is it?

MS. WERRELL- GERBER: Yes. And |I'm a nmenber of the
Public Health Steering Committee. And what | wanted to do
today was really nore to suppl enent the background
information that you have already been provided. Not of
course to read it, but nore to augnent the information with
perhaps a little bit of detail that will be hel pful for you
tonmorrow and any future deliberations you nay have.

First, starting out I do want to again nention that
we do have a public health official here. That is Arnold
Laye (phonetic). W are working, of course, with CDC, and
Arnol d's counterpart is Mchael Megian (phonetic).

As a first point of clarification, I want you to
realize that FQPA directs EPA to consult with HHS, not CDC.
But CDC, of course, is the designate for HHS. And when | am
speaki ng about the two, |'m speaking about our counterparts
in CDC. But please renenber FQPA directs us to consult with
HHS.

We do have a Public Health Steering Conmmttee which
was established back in '98. And that group has been the one
that is producing the docunents that you nay have heard

about. For exanmple, we are working on the menorandum of
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understanding with CDC. W have worked on the CDC
consul tation coordi nati on packet process that we are
following at this point.

And we've also instituted nonthly conference calls.
This has been enormously hel pful for all of us. W've been
able not only to keep in touch on the day to day what is
happening with the OPs. \Where is the docunment that we sent
you. Where is the response. That kind of | ogistical
information. But we have al so been able to keep each ot her
current on future things that are comng up. W anticipate
sone resource needs. That sort of thing. So we do have a
mont hl'y informal conference call inplenented.

| want to just highlight very briefly for you three
particul ar things that we're working on. You may have heard
the first one. It was the publication of a PR Notice for
Public Health Pesticides, Pests of Significant Public Health
| nportance. That was published for comrent back in April,
and | hope everyone here has had a chance to read it and wl
provi de us your comments. The comment period is to be cl osed
in July.

But related to that PR Notice, | wanted to clarify

two i ssues for you which are crucial for you to understand.
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FQPA never defined a public health pest. FQPA defines a
public health pesticide. And to be a public health
pesticide, three things have to occur.

First, that pesticide has to be a m nor use. A
m nor use is defined both in ternms of acreage and in terns of
econom c incentive. Secondly, the pesticide also has to be
used for vector control for another recogni zed health
protection use. A vector is described and defined very
broadly in FQPA as either an organi sm capable of transmtting
a causative agent of human disease. O it is also described
as an organi smwhich is capable of causing disconfort or
human injury. So you can see that is very broad.

What | am passing out right nowis essentially a
copy of that definition so you' re not going to have to wite
it down.

So we have, first it has to be a m nor use.
Secondly, you're going to have to be controlling a vector.
And third, it has to be a pesticide used predom nantly in a
public health program Unless the pesticide neets all three
of those criteria simultaneously, it is not considered a
public health pesticide for the purposes of FQPA.

This is an inportant point, because there seens to
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be some confusion on a public health pest and a public health
pesticide. So what we're tal king about today is a public
heal t h pesti ci de.

You will note in the PR Notice, which is avail able,
again, for you on our web page, that EPA has taken this
approach. W believe a vector is significant if the federal,
state or local public health prograns have devoted
substantial resources to the eradication of that pest. And
that is how we're | ooking at these definitions.

So when you | ook at the proposed -- the draft PR
Notice, you're going to note a small subset of what may be
consi dered public health pests. That is because we are
applying the definition as is described in FQPA, and we're
applying that to the informati on we have.

So we're not only going to be | ooking at
vertebrates and invertebrates, your typical ticks, fleas and
that sort of thing. Rodents. But you'll notice a
significant conponent also of mcrobial, fungus, virus,
bacteria and that sort of thing.

We consider this list to be a living list, so we
don't consider this to be static. |If in the future we need

to add or in sonme way anmend this list, we are certainly open
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to that, and that is going to be the purpose of receiving
comments from you.

The next thing | wanted to highlight is our
consultation with HHS and CDC, who we are working with at
this point. W recognize that that consultation really needs
to be done as early in the process as possible. So to that
end, the Public Health Steering Committee has devel oped a
consul tation process, which we have been follow ng and which
we have used significantly with several OPs and carbanates
currently.

But renenmber that we see this both as a formalized
process. W send formalized docunents to CDC for review, and
we receive back formalized coments. But don't forget that
we al so have an informal process related to the conference
calls that we are participating in nonthly and have been very
useful for us.

The last thing that | wanted to highlight for you
relates to the study. It relates to the data gaps. You may
have -- be famliar with the provisions in FQPA related to
econom c inventive and related to the fact if there is a
pesticide which has a significant public health use and again

neets those criteria for a significant public health use, but
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for the registrant there is not adequate econom c incentive
to maintain that use. But if it is significant and there are
significant data gaps, there are provisions within FQPA to
provide for HHS to conpl ete those studies that are necessary
to retain that registration.

That is one of the nost significant things,
perhaps, that is left open at this point. W do not have a
process in place. Luckily that has not come up as a crisis
as of yet. And | would like to point out that we do have our
consultation process in place to hopefully forestall that
problem from occurring. But | do want to highlight that for
you. That is one of our outstanding activities to date,
devel opi ng and working with HHS to develop this data program

In sum let me just tell you what our current
activities are. W are |ooking for the conpletion -- the
signing of the MOU. This is basically going to provide the
framework for us, the duties and responsibilities of both
parties, of CDC and EPA. Sonething we can | ook to and
conpare our activities to make sure that we're neeting up to
our requirenents.

And the next significant thing we're working on is

a process for an expedited review for public health
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pesticides. |If a pesticide can be shown to again neet those
three criteria, there are provisions within FQPA which wil|
allow for a fee waiver, either for the
re-registration or the registration maintenance fees.

So we are looking to set up these processes, to
sign the MOU and to conplete the data gap work that we're
doi ng with HHS.

And | know that was just such a brief skimrun
t hrough of Public Health, but | know you've been sitting here
for along tine. | wanted to give you a brief snippet on
what we're doing and focussing on, and rem nding you
specifically of how a pesticide gets to be terned a public
heal th pesticide per FQPA, and then what we are doing
currently to neet those obligations.

Are there any questions? And |I'msure it's not
because that was uncl ear.

MS. MULKEY: \Why don't you start over here next to
t he m ke.

MALE SPEAKER: W th respect to the definition of
the public health pesticide, does this inply that private
efforts to control vectors are not considered public health

pesticide uses?
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MS. WERRELL- GERBER: We are | ooking at the issue of
a significant vector. W' re |ooking at that as being terned
as when there are public efforts that are put in place to
control that vector, either federal, state or |ocal.

So by the way we are | ooking at this right now,
private issues related to controlling that vector would not
be i ncl uded.

MS. MULKEY: One of the confusions has been that
there is another context in which we talk about public health
claims. For exanple, we require efficacy data when people
make public health clains. And that's a different sort of
context. There we're tal king about private, public,
comrerci al or whatever.

For this narrow question about this provision of
FQPA which relates to public funding of data gaps and ot her
narrow purposes, it's what Linda's answer went to with
respect to that section of the statute. What we did in this
draft notice on significant public health pests was al so
articulate our thinking about what is a public health
pesticide within the meaning of that section of FQPA and not
for any other purpose.

MALE SPEAKER: But these three criteria for the
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definition are fromthe draft PR Notice, not all specifically
fromthe | aw?

MS. WERRELL- GERBER: Those are fromthe |law. And
what we have tried to do -- again for this narrow purpose.
Not for anything else that we can identify as a pest -- a
public health pest, perhaps, which did not make that 1|ist.
We applied the provisions that were in the |aw, those three,
and applied what we know from our own data and speaking with
peopl e who are stakehol ders.

So, yes, that is fromthe | aw.

MS. MJLKEY: And we can take sone of these other
guesti ons.

MALE SPEAKER: Thank you, Linda. | think you did a
very good job in short order, and | appreciate the
expl anation. |'ve got a few questions.

First of all, are you personally involved in the
mont hly tel ephone calls with HHS, and if so, what kind of
credible information are you receiving from CDC with regards
to the questions that you have?

MS. WERRELL- GERBER: Okay. Let's take that
sequentially. | actually set up and participate, so that

woul d be yes.
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MALE SPEAKER: Okay, good.

MS. WERRELL- GERBER: And |I'm not exactly sure how
to address your use of the word credible regarding the
information we receive. But | can say that regarding those
conference calls, they have been enormously fundanmental in
maki ng sure that we all know what is happening logistically
with the OPs, for exanple. So |I know where docunents are in
revi ew and when we get them back

We have tal ked extensively, for exanple, about this
Public Health PR Notice that went out. W consulted with CDC
and received a lot of very good feedback from CDC. W' ve
also identified other areas of potential joint interest:
dust mites and | ooking at safer chemi cals for nosquito
control. A host of different things that we've been working
on toget her.

The conference call has not been insofar as to
di scuss particular OPs, for exanple, necessarily the details
and nuts and bolts. W have been getting those back in a
witten formt.

But what the conference calls have done is to nmake
sure we're on the sane page with how we're handling things

| ogistically. W've tal ked about participation in the West
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Nile virus concern. W' ve talked about how we're going to
coordi nate future comruni cations efforts. And we' ve tal ked
about future things and current things we're working on of
joint interest.

So it's nore of that kind of conversation as
opposed to a transnmittal of a particular review or discussing
technical information related to a review they nmay be doing.

MALE SPEAKER: Okay. One nore question and ']
shut up. \Where is CDC today? Wiy aren't they at this
nmeeting?

MS. MULKEY: Maybe | can answer that.

MALE SPEAKER: Okay.

MS. MULKEY: Dr. Jackson, like Dr. Troxell, is in
ex officio menber of the CARAT and expects, as | understand
it, to be a neaningful participant. But | believe it is
accurate that he was unable to attend at all this week.

Margi e m ght be able to give us a little bit nore
details on that. | saw her report of, you know, the several
people -- fortunately not a very |arge nunber of people. But
t he handful of people of CARAT nembers who were not able to
attend, and | understood that he was unable to attend this

particul ar session.
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MALE SPEAKER: Marcia, would you all consider
establishing an | PA over at HHS to help junp start this
process to get it noving nore fluently?

MS. MULKEY: | feel that we have nade sone rea
progress in our ability to work together.

Al right. Anything else on this? AlIl right. One
nore, nmaybe.

FEMALE SPEAKER: | have not had a chance yet to
read the Federal Register Notice. And sonething that
probably Dr. Troxell dealt with nore than he cares to admt
to, have micro toxins been at all considered in your public
heal t h consi derati ons?

MS. WERRELL- GERBER: I n the public health
consi derations, again including not just the vertebrates and
the invertebrates, we do have significant input from our
antimcrobials division. And on the draft PR Notice, which
you' Il see when you go on there, there is a significant
conponent of those pests which they regulate in the
antim crobials division.

FEMALE SPEAKER: But nmicro toxins you can have
different ways. It can be directly from-- | nean, from

fungi, but sonmetinmes the pesticide isn't directly at the
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fungus. For exanmple, in that industry you use insecticides
to prevent damage to the nuts which allows the fungus to cone
in and grow that produces the mcro toxin.

And in the U market, mcro toxins are a big deal at
this point intime. As | said, Dr. Troxell has dealt wth
this probably nore than he cares to admt to. And | was just
curious if that whole subject matter had even come up.

MS. WERRELL- GERBER: | don't recall that
di scussion. But what | really would invite you to do is | ook
at it. There is another nmonth for comment available. And we
really are very interested in learning and getting the best
information. So | really invite you to submt that so we can
consider that nore fully.

MS. MULKEY: Al right.

MALE SPEAKER: Just one. The CDC recomendati ons
or communi cations to you, are those publicly avail able? |
nmean, do they send nmenps that make recommendations to you
t hat would be part of the docket or the public could have
access to?

MS. MULKEY: We have treated, | believe, their
conmuni cations to us for the nost part the way we' ve treated

USDA' s communi cations to us, which is for the nost part --
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(Laughter.)

MS. MULKEY: Excuse nme. | can't -- can we adjourn
at five mnutes after four? | believe we're still treating
those as internal deliberative material. But | need to check
on that. But | think that's where we are with USDA conments.
And | think we're already in that relation -- now there are
sone communi cations fromthemto us that are definitely
public and we are routinely making public.

We made no secret of the fact that npbsquito side
use of Chlorpyrifos -- which we understand not to be used
with any frequency. But it is a registered use that it was
retained in our agreenment with the conpany, in no small part
because CDC recomended t hat.

So that is an exanple of one that -- although I
don't know if their comrunication has been made public. The
fact that they comrunicated that, we've certainly been up
front about.

Al right. Well, perhaps we can go to the next
topic, which | agreed to do, which is our discussion of the
human studies. | think this also can be short and | argely
about st atus.

Those of you who have been following this issue

For The Record, |Inc.
Wal dorf, Maryl and
(301) 870- 8025



-
<
L
=
-
O
o
(@
L
>
—
- -
o
o
<
<
o
L
2
=

243

know, but it's always worthwhile to put this into a little
bit of context. There are a whole range of kinds of studies
done on or about pesticides that involve some use of human
test subjects. For exanple, tests of skin irritation on
humans are routinely done. There are sone tests which we
require in certain circunstances that involve -- because of
the nature of the pesticidal use and the issue,

But for throughout at |east the nodern history of
the testing of the toxicity of pesticides, the agency has
al ways accepted and been confortable with ani mal test subject
nodel s as a neans of analyzing the toxicity of pesticides, of
establishing -- if you will renmenber from Lois' discussion --
both the toxic endpoint and the dose response part of that.

However, there have al ways been some -- | don't
know about always. |In the sane era there have been a
relatively small number of avail able tests done with hunman
test subjects instead of other animals. In a few instances,
they' |l probably conduct it initially for the purpose of
learning -- sort of in the pesticide regul atory cont ext
| earni ng about the toxicity of the pesticide. In other
i nstances, it's done for sonme other purpose. | know of at

| east one that was done to try to understand the possible use

For The Record, |Inc.
Wal dorf, Maryl and
(301) 870- 8025



-
<
L
=
-
O
o
(@
L
>
—
- -
o
o
<
<
o
L
2
=

244
-- in anticipation of the possible use of the conmpound as a
drug.

But in any event, there were a relatively few
number of these kinds of studies that were conducted and that
were taken into account by the agency through the years,
together with the required aninmal toxicity studies, and not
to my knowl edge ever in lieu of, although it may have worked
out that way sort of in a backhanded way. But there was
never any change in the requirements. There was never any
requi renment that these kinds of studies be conducted in human
test subjects.

After the passage of FQPA and perhaps linked to it,
| woul d say apparently linked to it, a nunmber of pesticide
conpani es did embark on studies of this type in human test
subj ects, and were entirely up front about doing so. And
sone of these were submitted to the agency, and in other
cases the agency was informed that they were underway.

This can be significant because there is normally a
safety factor. A margin of safety put in place between the
| evel of exposure of concern in animls and the acceptable
I evel in a regulatory standpoint to account for the

possibility that the animal to human leap is not sufficiently
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protective.

And so one of the reasons why one m ght contenpl ate
conducting a study in human test subjects is that one -- the
regul at ory agency m ght decide that it no | onger needed that
mar gi n of safety and therefore there m ght be an opportunity
to tolerate -- for the regulatory systemto tolerate up to
ten times nore exposure of the substance, all other things
bei ng equal .

VWhen it becane clear that there was this at |east
m nor surge, if not surge in the conduct of these studies
arising out of -- or at |east apparently rising out of
concerns about the regulatory inpact of FQPA, the agency took
a good hard | ook at what it knew and thought and understood
and was prepared to do with respect to these kinds of
st udi es.

And at that point in about the sumrer of 1998, the
agency did two things. One, it announced that while it
figured out what it was dealing with here, it would not rely
on these kinds of studies in nmaking any final regulatory
deci sions. Now by these kinds of studies, | nean these NOEL
toxicity studies that we otherw se would consider the ani ma

nodel s. | don't nean any study that m ght have sone
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connection to human test subjects.

It al so convened a panel -- a conbi ned advi sory
panel of the agency's Science Advisory Board, the FIFRA
Scientific Advisory Panel, and a special panel which had a
broad representation, very diverse, ranging from experi nental
t oxi col ogi sts to nmedical specialists to the nation's sort of
prem er nmedical atheists, to whomthe agency posed a series
of questions about human testing in general and about this
particul ar formof testing of pesticides in human test
subj ects in particul ar.

That panel had a |long and very extensive public
di scussion in Decenber of 1998. Have | got this right? At
which time they went away to wite a report reflecting their
advice to the agency. And fromeverything | know, both on
what is in the formal docunentation that has been provided to
t he agency and from hearing these people quoted in the press
and otherwi se, they found this to be an extraordinarily
troubling and significant and intellectually and perhaps even
ethically and norally challenging issue with which they
struggled mghtily.

They found it | ess than easy to agree on an

articulation of what they thought as a group. There were
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exchanges of drafts. There was a certain amunt of drama
associated with the exchanges of these drafts. And strong
feelings which appeared -- appears to me to have been as nuch
about the way in which things were said than the fundanmental
thrust. | know that only with the benefit of hindsight
havi ng seen what ultimately appears to be about to conme out
of this process.

But at the end of the -- well, not at the end of
the day. But sort of in the mddle of the day, | guess late
in the sumrer of 1999, we were informed that the group felt
t hat the continuing exchange of paper was not the nost
productive way for themto get to the point of offering the
agency their advice. And they asked that we convene anot her
public neeting, which we did. And that was in the fall of --
| believe it was Novenber of 1999, where the panel conducted
yet another extensive, open public forum discussion of these
i ssues.

And since that time, they have been working to
produce a witten report. There is nowin the public docket
on the SAP web site essentially the ultinmate version of that
report. That is, the report that reflects this sub-panel and

whi ch was being submtted -- which is a public process under
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t he SAB processes -- to the Executive Board -- or Executive
what ever they're called. | hope | get this right. But the
Executive group of the Scientific Advisory Panel.

And it is in the public domain. It has a summary -
- sort of an executive sunmary -- which, dependi ng upon how
careful a purser you are of |anguage, either fully reflects
the full content of the report or doesn't quite fully reflect
the full content of the report.

But I'"mcertainly not going to try to do nmy own
sunmary. |'mnot going to read to you their executive
sunmary. And |'mgoing to try to mnimze ny
characteri zation of the content of that report. |t speaks
for itself and it is publicly avail able.

But | think it would be fair to say that the
fundamental thrust of that report is a general and strong
| ack of enthusiasm and perhaps even rejection. Lack of
ent husi asm for, and perhaps even rejection of, the concept or
the practice of conducting these kinds of tests of pesticide
toxicity in human test subjects, for what appear to be a nix
of reasons having to do with scientific reliability and
et hi cal concern.

Not | east of which is a pretty significant
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di scussion of the benefit to the test subject or the | ack
t hereof, as well as the necessity or the value of this
information relative to information that can be obtained in
ot her ways, such as with aninmal test subjects, as well as
with things |ike epidem ol ogy studies.

That's context. Now what is EPA doing about it?
We have since July of 1998, as the Adm nistrator announced,
not relied on any of these kinds of studies which we had for
pur poses of regulatory decisions. It is inportant to take
note that it's not as if we have analyzed any of these
studies, determ ned that they are clearly scientifically
valid and sinply set them aside and notwi t hstandi ng t hat
we're not going to consider them purely for ethical reasons.

We have sinply not worked through themto the point
where you would reach -- put that fine a point onit. So
it's entirely possible that none or very few of these studies
coul d have or would have been relied on, in any event, after
a very thorough analysis of them notw thstanding the fact
t hat perhaps in the past sone of them had been.

We have revisited our analysis of the animal
toxicity database thoroughly under all of these conmpounds,

and we woul d have done that with regard to this part of the
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dat abase had we decided not to factor themin during this
peri od.

So that's the inportant point to renenmber. It's
not accurate to say that but for this policy you could have
or woul d have had sonme kind of different outcome in the
anal ysis of the toxicity of these conpounds. But in fact, we
have not factored in those studies -- that kind of study
where we had them and we have not had them for nore than a
relatively small handful of the conpounds that have been
active.

But we have not done so, and we continue to not do
so. And the agency announced after this report was nmade
public, in response, | believe, to a reporter's question
rather than on our own initiative, that we had not seen
anything in this report that was inconsistent with the
approach we were taking on an interim basis.

In other words, that the publication of this report
| eaves us confortable with proceeding on an interimbasis
with the approach that we announced in July of 1998. W have
al so said that we expect now, or as soon as this report is
formal ly available -- as | said, it does have one nore sort

of phase or process to go through before it is made avail abl e
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to us as the advice of this panel. W do now expect to
develop a policy in this area, to propose it and to take
comment on it, after which we will develop a nore -- a |onger
term approach to this issue.

There are a nunber of other policy questions
relating to the conduct of any kind of study in hunman test
subjects. And there is a government w de enhanced attention
to studies in human test subjects. There has been a

reorgani zati on of the governnent's approach within HHS to

this. The appointnment of a human test subject -- the press
word is Zar (phonetic). | doubt that that's anywhere in its
title. 1've not yet seen a governnment official in the United

States with Zar in its title officially. But there is.

And | suspect EPA will be actively involved in
| ooking at the ethics issue, the oversight issue, the conmon
rule issue as it relates to the whol e range of these kinds of
studies. That is, any kind of study involving human test
subj ects and pesticides, or for that matter, other pollutants
or contam nants.

But with respect to the relatively narrow but high
profile subject of the toxicity testing, endpoint selection

testing, NOEL testing, systemc toxicity testing or whatever
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you find as sort of the way of thinking about this universe
of tests in human test subjects -- with respect to that, we
expect to nove very quickly to nove fromour current interim
approach to the devel opnent of a policy using public
processes.

(END OF TAPE FOUR, SIDE TWO

MS. MULKEY: Any questions on that?

MALE SPEAKER: The WAshi ngton Post article that you

referred to gave the inpression, if you weren't famliar with
t he subject, that the agency had made a final decision.

And you're telling us that a policy -- a final
policy has yet to be developed. |Is the agency going to set
that record straight or let the article stand?

MS. MULKEY: Well, my understanding is that all the
agency officials that have been asked the question have
answered it in the way |'ve answered it.

We said two things. W said there is nothing in
this report that causes us to deviate fromour interim
approach, which is the approach in which we are conti nuing
not to consider these studies. Now that's a nessage. It is
a nessage about what we're doing and how we're doing it as we

go on. And that's part of our answer, and the other part of
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our answer is that we expect to develop and inplenent a
| onger term policy.

And | don't know -- | do know that the only person
who |'m aware that that reporter spoke with answered the
guestion the way | just did. And | don't know what else to
say about that.

MALE SPEAKER: Well, has the agency made a fi nal
deci sion on the human studies issue?

MS. MULKEY: We have nmde an operational decision
that is effective now We also intend to take

-- to involve the public in the process of our policy. So

MALE SPEAKER: That is not clear fromthe article.
The article inplies very strongly that the policy -- the
final policy is set.

MS. MULKEY: There are a lot of articles witten
about our work in many forums which | eave an i npression which
is different fromthe way we articul ate what is going on.

MALE SPEAKER: And that's my question. Are you
going to set that record straight?

MS. MULKEY: | don't believe -- | believe that

every tinme we've been asked, including by that reporter, we
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have given a straight answer. | nean is there a --

MALE SPEAKER: It only takes once to be quoted in
t he newspaper to realize that it doesn't conme out the way the
said it. And if you let it stand, then that's an effective
announcenent of an agency policy, which isn't exactly the way
you're explaining to us now

MS. MULKEY: Well, there are many, many tinmes when
|' ve been m squoted in many publications, where | just sinply
go about ny business, explaining the truth of ny view in
every forumthat cones up. And | don't -- | nean, that one
happened not to be me who was intervi ewed.

But that's the only way | know to keep the record
straight, is to continue to tell the true story when asked,
and when given the opportunity, or when we choose to take the
opportunity. And one of the places we did it was in this
very public forumtoday.

Any ot her questions? Yes?

MALE SPEAKER: You nentioned the sort of anecdot al
studi es of conpounds intended for a drug, or a class of
conpounds that m ght have been intended for another use.

Did you use that information in the -- (inaudible)

-- tolerance per se?
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MS. MULKEY: In our interimapproach we have said
we will not consider any of that group of studies where there
was a deliberate dosing and that the approach was designed to
establish a NOEL.

And so now whether in the final policy we will make
sone distinction between past and future, between purpose, |
-- one would need to study in the first instance to try to
get a sense of that. Look at what the advice of this
advisory committee is. And it does not lend itself to sound
bite sunmaries. They do struggle with both ethics and
scientific useful ness.

It may very well be that that very small subset of
studi es has sort of |less scientific usefulness. |t nmay use
many fewer test subjects or so forth. So while it may not --
it just may not be inplicated in the ethics piece, because it
may sort of trip over another piece of it. It's not -- there
is no sort of one size fits all answer to that question, |
bel i eve.

MALE SPEAKER: Marcia, you eluded to a final stage
of the committee -- of the panel.

MS. MULKEY: Uh-huh.

MALE SPEAKER: And then you eluded to two things
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t hat caught nmy attention. That there is going to be one nore
stage before there is a final report. And nunber two, that
you felt that -- or believed that in a relatively short
period of tinme then there would be a proposed policy.

Can you just say what the tinme frane m ght be for
t hose two things?

MS. MULKEY: Days or very few weeks for the first.
| believe that this executive conmttee had their discussion,
which | believe was public. 1In fact, ny notes say that Ed
Gray made comments at it, so it must have been public. So
they've had their public -- the executive commttee has had
their public discussion and | think acted in that discussion.
And so there is really very little left to do but whatever
revi sions.

But, you know, |I'm not going to specul ate about the
pace at which they will do that, having nade the n stake of
specul ating in the past about their pace. Qur hope and
expectation is to propose a policy in the course of this
sunmer. Qur hope is also to have avail able that final report
before we do that.

| suppose there is always the possibility that we

woul d operate on the basis of what we've already seen if so
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much time past. But right now we don't have to contenpl ate
t hat .

Okay. We do have one nore topic.
MALE SPEAKER: | think M ke Fernandez is here, the
Associ ate Adm nistrator at AMS. | think sonme fol ks wanted a

briefing on where we are with the Organi ¢ Foods Production

Act .

MR. FERNANDEZ: Since it's the end of the day, 'l
try to be short. | guess ostensibly I'mhere to talk
organic, but really |I just -- | mss these little gatherings
so nuch.

(Laughter.)

MALE SPEAKER: And we nmiss you, M ke.

MR. FERNANDEZ: Thank you. | knew | could count on
sone comments fromthe peanut gallery.

The Organi ¢ Foods Production Act was in 1990. W
are now nearly ten years later, sprinting or perhaps |inping
towards the finish line towards a final rule. Just by way of
background, the Act really calls for a uniform national
standard of what is organic foods production. It's really a
met hod of production claim

The purposes were essentially sort of a consuner
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protection kind of purpose, so that when you go to the store
you know what it is that you' re buying when it's | abell ed
organic. Also sort of a level playing field for the
i ndustry, in the sense that -- before this and even now t here
are multiple state standards, nultiple private and public
standard setting bodies and certification agencies that sort
of effectively set their own standards.

So that can sonetines have sone problens in
interstate comerce, although in the ten years since the | aw
has passed, it has worked itself out sonmewhat. |t has becone
nore of an issue in the international trade arena w thout a
national standard. |It's becom ng nore difficult to export
our products into some other narkets.

So a national standard here -- a national program-- will
definitely facilitate international trade in U S. organic
pr oduct s.

The first proposal was in 1997. There were 275,603
public comrents on that rule. The vast nmgjority of them
frankly, were not positive, if not openly hostile. And there
were what we refer to as the big three, where the nost of the
comments came, which had to do with the use of genetic

engi neeri ng, biotechnol ogy techni ques, the use of bio solids
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or sewage sludge and the use of radiation. And those three
i ssues pretty nmuch made up the vast majority of the comments
on the first proposal.

It was re-proposed this year in May. March, excuse
me. But even before the re-proposal, the Secretary nmade an
announcenent after the initial review of the first 275,000
comments that those big three -- the biotech, radiation and
t he sewage sludge -- would be out in the re-proposal and that
we woul d re-propose the rule. And we basically nade a
virtual rewite of the rule which was published in March.

| would tell you all -- at this point | would
normally tell you all to go submt public comments for the
record, but the record closed on June 12th. So if you
haven't, you're too |ate.

We did, however, get approxi mately 35,000 comrents
this time, which is small potatoes in conparison to the first
time, although for nost people that would be a rather
overwhel m ng number of public coments. W don't actually
have a final count right now, because as is typical with
t hese things, everybody submts their comments at the | ast
mnute. So we're still opening the envel opes and counting up

the mail, but we'll have somewhere between 35 and 40, 000
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comment s.

Because we haven't really analyzed those yet, |'m
not going to try to do too nmuch analysis of that, other than
to say that the vast majority of those are essentially form
letters or a variance of a few formletters that were
circulated. Which doesn't nean that those comrents aren't
useful or don't need to be answered, but it does meke the
task sonmewhat easier, given that many of them are nore or
| ess the sane.

There probably are a handful of issues that may be
of interest to you guys, and |I'mgoing to just run through a
coupl e of them and then take questions if there are any.

Obvi ously the issues surroundi ng bi otechnol ogy and
t he use of genetic engineering were controversial before. It
remai ns controversial now. This re-proposal basically --
there is an outright prohibition on essentially any use of
genetic engineering. Any use of genetic engineering in
organi c food production. This is a nmethod of production
claim as | was tal king about before. 1It's not really a
product content claim So that the prohibition is really on
the use of certain techniques, not on the presence of a

product of biotechnology in a final consumer product.
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So in other words, you nay have where the rule
woul d essentially allow in a certain sense the unintended,
advant ageous presence of some m nute amount of a biotech
product in a final product, and that would not necessarily be
a violation of the standard. The standard is about use and
is about followi ng the organic plan that you have to submt
and be certified on.

That does |l ead to sone ot her questions, obviously.
One issue that has come up during this comment period is
about liability. There are sone in the organic industry who
would like to see the -- who feel that organic farnmers
shouldn't be liable for the presence of biotech products in
their products if it comes fromdrift, fromtheir neighbor or
from some other source other than their own farm

And t hey have asked us to do sonething about that.
There is actually a paper on our web site which addresses
that a little bit. And | guess | would have to say that
while we're sort of synpathetic to that concern, the renedies
t hat some peopl e have suggested would invol ve regul ating
nonorganic farmers, which is outside the scope of the statute
and this regul ation.

Anot her issue that is maybe of interest to you is
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sone pesticide related issues. One thing -- the standard or
the | aw obviously prohibits the use of synthetic substances
as a general rule. It does allow for a petition process for
a synthetic substance to be included on a national Iist,
whi ch woul d have to be affirmed by the National Organic
St andards Board and enacted by the Secretary. The paper that
| handed out has sonmething to do with that. [1'Il get to that
in a mnute.

One issue that was of interest in the first
proposal and then again that we tried to address in this
proposal is that people asked us to set a -- set sone sort of
limt at which you would say that the presence of a synthetic
pesticide was just sort of beyond organic. And sone people
had suggested a percentage of the tolerance as one sort of
bench mark.

We chose in this proposal to use a different
approach and a different bench mark, which was to use the
national mean for certain crop chem cal conbinations that
woul d derive fromthe Pesticide Data Program data that is
mai nt ai ned by the Agricultural Marketing Service at USDA. W
felt that that was a reasonabl e bench mark because it

reflected use of a product, and that if you were above the
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average essentially for residues when you knew that the
product was being used, that that was sort of out of the
real m of what you woul d consider to be reasonable for an

organi ¢ product.

The |l ast -- another issue which then -- which |
will touch upon. This being -- it has to do with the
national |ist and pesticide forrmulations. There are a couple
of things.

One is -- what this piece of paper that | handed
out is, it actually has not been published. This will cone
out in the Federal Register probably next week. It's marked
draft here. This is what is going to the Federal Register, |
t hi nk, probably in the next couple of days.

And what this is, is some guidance on subm ssion of
petitions for evaluation of substances to be on the national
list. As | said, there is this national list for synthetic
substances that sone people may want to be able to use in
organi ¢ production, and also for natural substances that
shoul d not be used in organic production.

And what this guidance does, is sort of tells you
if you want to petition the National Organic Standards Board

and USDA for a substance to be included on this list, this is
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ki nd of the information that you have to give us and what you
have to do. So that may be of interest to sone of you.

It also raises another question, which is we wll
be -- the substances that are on the national |ist are, you
know, sort of generic substances, which in the pesticide
world would be |ike canned to active ingredients, but not
formul at ed products.

And so there may be issues where people will want
to have formul ated products that they want to say are
acceptable for use in organic production, and where the
active ingredient may be -- if it were a synthetic or was a
natural, it would have to be allowed on the national I|ist.
But the issue then would come into the inert or the other
i ngredients that nay be in that fornulation.

And we are having sone conversations with EPA about
how we can -- if people wanted to | abel a product in that
way, would there be a way that we could work together so that
EPA coul d have access to -- would know what was on the
national list and could then | ook at what inert ingredients
m ght be used in that forrmulation to see if they neet the
st andar ds.

And then the last thing is that we think that there
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may be -- there could be as nmany as 200 substances of
di fferent kinds that people may want to have us | ook at.
It's going to tax our resources -- our scientific resources.
We typically have used sone contracts to review sonme of these
materials. But the National Organic Standards Board is going
to be hard pressed to make a | ot of these decisions, and
we' || probably also be looking to our friends here at EPA for
some technical assistance on some of those reviews.

That's really just a quick overview. As | said,
t he coment period closed on June 12th. W have said in the
past, and we are desperately trying to stick to having a
final rule out this year. So that's sort of the tinme frane.

MALE SPEAKER: Coul d you expand on what you said
about genetically nodified -- a m nute anount of a genetic
nodi fied product? | think you said inadvertent, that was in
anot her product that would not --

MR. FERNANDEZ: Ri ght.

MALE SPEAKER: Could you expand on that? | don't

under st and t hat.

MR. FERNANDEZ: Sure. The issue is -- let's say
you have -- you know, you have corn chips that are organic.
And you have -- you're both the producer and the processor.
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You woul d have to be certified, you know, for organic
production in order to be able to | abel that product as
or gani c.

And to get that certification requires you to have
an organic plan. And if you're a corn grower, your organic
pl an is undoubtedly going to have to deal with where you get
your seeds. You know, what kind of varieties that you use to
make sure that they're not Bt corn or other genetically
engi neered corn. How you keep your product segregated, if
you have a split operation or in the transport from your farm
to wherever the processor is.

Agai n, the processor is going to have a plan that's
going to have some of those sane kinds of things in it. How
is he going to keep the products segregated to make sure that
they're not, you know, sonehow being m xed and, you know,

t hose ki nds of things.

And despite all those -- and there is an audit
trail from you know, sort of seed to table. And despite al
t hose best efforts and following all those best plans, you
sonehow -- you could find that there was some | evel of bio --
you know, biotech corn in your corn chips.

That woul d not necessarily be a violation of the
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Act. You had not used the product. You had not planted Bt

corn. You had not -- you had foll owed your organic standard
-- your organic systemplan. And so that product -- you
woul d not necessarily be in violation of the Act then. It

could trigger an investigation to see

-- you know, by the certification agent and whoever else to
make sure that you were follow ng your plan and you did al
the things that you were supposed to do.

But if you followed your plan, you know, that woul d
not be a violation of the Act. So that's what we're talking
about .

MALE SPEAKER: It's a matter of degree. That's
really it.

MR. FERNANDEZ: No, it's not a matter of degree.
It's a matter of what you' ve done.

MALE SPEAKER: Fol |l owi ng your plan.

MR. FERNANDEZ: Right. Your actions.

MALE SPEAKER: And it's process based.

MR. FERNANDEZ: Right. Because it's what -- it's
t he process that you followed. |It's not the content of the
product that is being certified.

MALE SPEAKER: Steve?
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STEVE: Yeah. Coming froma state that has an
organi c programthat was adopted and passed by our
| egi sl ature, but wasn't funded and there wasn't anything
really provided to police the program and subsequently, you
know, we found that there were a | ot of fraudul ent things
goi ng on.

We had one organic grower, the citrus producer,

t hat we found was applying Al decarp (phonetic), for exanple.
And exanples go on like that in Florida.

MR. FERNANDEZ: Yeah, that's not on the |ist.

STEVE: Yeah. The concern with a programlike this
as you roll it out is given the absence of resources in a
nunmber of states, how nuch is the agency going to be able to
put behi nd maki ng sure that everybody is honest?

MR. FERNANDEZ: Right. Qur rule -- USDA's and the
federal rule on this is fundanmentally in accrediting
certifying agents. O certifying bodies. So that could be a
state. That could be a private organi zation. W are not
certifying farns and handling operations. W are accrediting
certifiers.

And that accreditation process involves, you know,

paperwork. A paper sort of audit and also site visits,
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i ncl udi ng unannounced kinds of site visits. That is going to
be our primary enforcenent tool, through the accreditation
process. That accreditation has to be renewed.

You know, if the growers that are certified by a
certain certifier are starting to find -- if you're starting
to find a lot of problens there, then, you know, that
certifier's accreditation could be yanked if they are not
doi ng what they're supposed to be doing.

MALE SPEAKER: Yeah. W just found that -- the
accreditation is great, but unless you have sone foll ow up
capability to investigate conplaints associated with the
accreditation process, it starts to unravel.

MR. FERNANDEZ: Yeabh.

MALE SPEAKER: And the question is, | guess, is
there sone potential for an incone streamto do enforcenent?

MR. FERNANDEZ: Well, yeah. The accreditation is a
fee based, you know, deal. So we are -- the npbney that we
have to do those things is built in. Sonme of that is built
in. Sone enforcenent is built into the accreditation process
in that sense.

MS. MULKEY: There's a question over here.

FEMALE SPEAKER: (lInaudible). | wanted to ask a
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guestion regardi ng your comrent concerning what you had
indicated -- as what | understood -- that this passing of
this national |aw could significantly expand internationa
trade in organics.

And | wonder if you would also think that the
passing of the law could in fact increase the involvenent --
or increase the market in the production of organic
significantly within the United States if there is going to
be an i npact?

In particular, as you know, we're already seeing
i ncreasi ng invol venent of mainstream agric busi ness investing
in organic. Do you think that's going to take off even nore
once there is consistency in standards throughout the U S.?

| guess | bring this up partly because | think that
it seens like there is real opportunity to engage nore of the
organi c producers in a process like this as potentially
| eaders in a cutting edge, even though a niche. But on those
t hat are pursuing, you know, biological alternatives to
pesticide use.

So I'"'mjust wondering if it's going to really take
off even nore than it already is?

MR. FERNANDEZ: Yeah. | nean, we think -- yes.
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mean -- and, sure. And we think that having a national
standard -- frankly that was the purpose -- one of the
purposes of the law initially in having a national standard.
A Uniform standard will ease -- will nake interstate, you
know, comrerce easier. WII|l make -- we think will enhance

consumer confi dence.

And once people start to -- | nmean, this is going
to be a process -- an education process. A whole bunch of
the stuff that | didn't talk about is really sort of some of

the heart of the rule that has to do with the different

| abel i ng categories and what you can say on what panels,
dependi ng on what percentage of organic product you have in a
processed product and things |ike that.

And | think when people start to realize what those
t hings mean, | think, yeah, that certainly has a potential to
increase the market as people have nore confidence if they
know what these products are.

MALE SPEAKER: M ke, any discussion on the wording
that is going to acconpany the |abelling of an organic
product? | nean, is there going to be an explanation from
t he USDA what organic nmeans and all that, or the inplications

of what the organic food nay have?
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MR. FERNANDEZ: That was not in our proposal that,

you know, was just published. | nean, we have -- it talks
about what you can -- you know, how and where you can use the
word organic. But it doesn't -- there wasn't -- it was not

contenpl ated for any other, you know, explanatory | anguage.

MS. MULKEY: Do you want to do your wap up?

MALE SPEAKER: Are we through with questions? It's
alittle after five. Does anyone have any comments they just
absolutely have to get out this afternoon that we coul dn't
pi ck up tonorrow?

Okay. As far as tonorrow, it |looks like we're
starting at 9:00. We will not be neeting here. | think I
talked to a few of you this norning that actually went to
Bal | st on.

(Laughter.)

MALE SPEAKER: We will be in Ballston tonorrow.
That's actually where the neeting will be. So we'll just
| ook forward to seeing you there.

MALE SPEAKER: Is it easy to find? 1Is it off of
t he subway?

MS. MULKEY: Yeah. The subway stop cones up in one

bui | di ng, and you basically get out of that building and go
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across the street.
MALE SPEAKER: It's to the left a little bit.
(Wher eupon, the neeting was

adj ourned.)

DAY TWO
JUNE 23, 2000
PROCEEDI NGS

MR. ROM NGER: Good morning. | want to start this
norni ng by reading the statenent by Vice President Gore to
menbers of the Conmmittee to Advise on Reassessnent and
Transi tion.

I would like to take this opportunity to thank
Deputy Secretary Richard Rom nger, Deputy Adm nistrator M ke
McCabe, and all of the nenmbers of the Conmttee to Advise on

Reassessnment and Transition for your willingness to | end your
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time and expertise to ensure sound inplenentation of the Food
Quality Protection Act of 1996.

Wor ki ng together we can achi eve greater protection
for the Anerican public, especially our children, while
ensuring that our farmers can continue to raise their crops
in an econonically and environnentally sound way and remnmain
t he nost productive in the world.

The Food Quality Protection Act not only is a
| andmark statute but also a true partnership anong
governnment, growers, and other users, pesticide
manuf acturers, and the public health and environnmental
conmuni ty.

We have made significant strides in achieving the
law s goals in inproved safety and sound agriculture, but
chal | enges renain.

As we nmove forward with inplementing the tougher
st andards mandated by the Act, we nust do our utnost to
provide a snooth transition that is responsive to the needs
of agricultural producers.

Your work will help ensure that these efforts are
gui ded by four key principles -- sound science in protecting

public health, transparency, reasonable transition for
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agriculture, and consultation with the public and ot her
agenci es.

Your contributions will be critical in achieving a
bal anced approach that neets the requirenents and tinmetable
set forth in the Act. Again, | thank you for your comm tnent
to this vital effort.

Well, I want to thank you again -- to each of you
for your willingness to be part of this conmttee and to be
part of addressing the challenges that we face through the
i npl enment ati on of the Food Quality Protection Act.

So we wel come your comm tnment, your insights, your
i deas, and your willingness to step forward and to represent
your constituents.

Yest erday, | know you had a full session |earning
about all the work that has gone into FQPA inplementation so
far.

You' ve heard about the Departnment's overall program
to respond to FQPA, our information collection activities,
our new grants progranms, and the new regi onal pest namnagenent
centers.

The Departnment has al so been working closely with

EPA on risk assessnents and devel oping risk mitigation
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nmeasures. And we're working closely with commodity groups
who are devel opi hg pest managenent strategic plans -- the PMS
pl ans.

Today we would like to focus nore on these plans.
The Agency will describe its transition activities and the
public participation for risk assessments.

But Mke and | want to rem nd you that the nost
i nportant part of this neeting is not what we are telling
you, but what you will tell us. And we're |ooking forward to
havi ng your input and your feedback, so we want to nake sure
t hat you share your ideas and opi nions.

We're dealing with inportant issues that affect al
of us. This committee represents all of the mmjor
st akehol ders in FQPA inplenmentation, so it's inportant that
you work with EPA and USDA, and even nore inportant that you
work wi th each ot her.

Sone of you were part of the Tol erance Reassessnment
Advi sory Committee, TRAC, and | want to thank you for your
excel | ent gui dance on policy and priority setting. | also
want to thank you for your renewed willingness to assist the
Agency and the Departnent.

There has been a |l ot of progress in FQPA, and M ke
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will mention sone of that as well in a mnute. But there is
still a long ways to go.

The schedul e established by FQPA, as we all know,
is rigorous. In approximtely two years, in August of 2002,
the next statutory deadline requires that the next set of
3,000 tol erances be reassessed.

And there are sone significant issues ahead
i nvol ving cunul ati ve assessnment and addressi ng endocrine
di srupters.

FQPA i npl enentation has, and will continue to nove
forward at a pretty fast pace, and USDA will continue to neet
this pace working with the Agency on risk assessnents and
risk mtigation.

Of course, that means that we will continue to draw
on our |and grant partners, our commodity groups, growers,
crop consultants, and researchers who have made substanti al
contributions to the risk assessment process.

They have acted quickly to provide accurate use
informati on and by hel ping to design sone practical risk
mtigati on nmeasures.

| also want to comend the IR-4 Programfor its

non-stop efforts supporting mnor crops. | want to thank the
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Agency for its willingness to work in cooperation with USDA
with IR-4, with the | and grant universities, and the
agricultural comrunity.

I think we have gai ned sonme val uabl e experience in
working with EPA, and we'll use this experience to solve
ot her chal | enges ahead, as well.

We've all learned a ot in the process of working
together. We've had to address many issues, including
changes resulting from FQPA i npl ementation, and trade issues,
pesticide resistance, invasive species, consuner demands, as
wel | as environnental concerns -- just to nane a few.

So, |'m proud of the work that we have acconplished
-- all of us -- and the work that USDA has done with EPA.

We're all striving to neet the pressures and the
timng of FQPA inplenentation, as was spelled out by
Congress. Yet even with these pressing demands of the FQPA
tinmetable, we can't | ose sight of the principles that were
included in the Vice President's 1998 nmeno and that he
reiterated in the statenent today.

Sound science has to drive our decisions.

Deci si ons have to be nade through a transparent process.

St akehol ders have to be involved in the decision-nmaking, and
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we have to have a reasonable transition period afforded to
agricul ture.

So, this committee faces a |ot of challenges, and |
| ook forward to working with you and to working with M ke.
M ke.

MR. MCCABE: Thanks, Rich. | am |l ooking forward to
working with you, and | think the experience that you bring
to this commttee and the work that you have done certainly
will serve us well, not only over the -- today, but in the
future as we work together in inplenmenting FQPA.

| also want to thank all of the commttee nenbers,
many of whom are here fromthe old TRAC committee, but sonme
new faces.

| understand that yesterday's session went well,
that it provided an opportunity for everybody to get updated
on what has been happening in FQPA but also to go over sone
of the key issues that we face there.

| know that this is an investnent of time for a |ot
of you. WMany people have conme fromfar away, and | really
appreciate the time that you're taking to help us with FQPA
i npl ement ati on.

There are sonme tough issues ahead. And while it is
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late in this adm nistration, a |lot of inportant work renains.
We face an anbitious agenda, both here today and in
i npl ementing FQPA, and we have nmuch to acconpli sh.

We remain committed to the principles outlined --
| aid out by Vice President Gore that were reiterated in the
statenment that was distributed, and we are committed to those
princi pl es.

What | would like to talk to you about are sonme of
the chall enges that we face together that we see fromthe EPA
perspective that are inportant to inplenmenting FQPA.

First, to have a conplete review of
or ganophosphates by the end of this year. That is going to
be a tough schedule. It's a schedule that requires
t renendous resources on the part of EPA, and USDA, and a | ot
of fol ks here.

Second, push the state of scientific analysis
forward on our science policies, such as how to assess
cunul ative risk from pesticides that share a comon nechani sm
of toxicity.

Third, allocate our resources towards the
scientific and regul atory work needed to reassess the G oup

pesticides. This is where the environnental and public

For The Record, |Inc.
Wal dorf, Maryl and
(301) 870- 8025



-
<
L
=
-
O
o
(@
L
>
—
- -
o
o
<
<
o
L
2
=

© 00 N oo o b~ wWw N

N NN R R R R R R R R R R
N B O © 0 N O O N W N kB O

281
heal th benefits from FQPA have and will be realized.

Fourth, continue to strengthen our relationships
with all of you, our custoners, and USDA, FDA, and CDC to
ensure that our decisions are based on the best avail abl e
i nformation, on the nost current information, on the
i nformation which is based in sound science.

As you can tell, as you know, we have nuch to do,
but let me turn to what we have acconplished under TRAC. |
think that -- by doing that, it provides a context for what
we need to do here in CARAT.

Qur goal is to nmove the ball forward in CARAT. W
need to focus on new chal | enges ahead. We nust renenber that
CARAT constitutes a new stage of discussion, not nerely a
continuation of TRAC.

TRAC dealt with a variety of inportant issues
relating to comruni cation, transparency, as well as how to
ensure sound science.

To realize the public health goals of FQPA, we're
nmoving forward with decisions that provide the highest |evel
of protection for children. W' ve nade tough decisions on
many pesticides, including Azi nphos nmethyl, Methyl Parathion,

Chl orpyrifos to increase public health protection.
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1 We' ve reduced risks from pesticides while trying to
2 make sure that farners have the tools they need. W net the
3 August 1999 deadline to review one-third of existing
4 t ol er ances.
5 TRAC recommended, and EPA and USDA adopted, an
6 approach for increasing transparent and public participation
7 in risk assessnment and risk nmanagenent decisions. This
F 8 process has nmade us all work nuch harder but has brought
z 9 about better decisions.
m 10 Movi ng to sound science, TRAC recomrended, and EPA
§ 11 and USDA adopt ed, an approach to explain and invite peer
U 12 review and public comrent on critical science public issues -
o. 13 - policy issues. Through this process, sound science has
n 14 become an even stronger cornerstone in our decisions.
LLl 15 Anot her acconplishment of TRAC, which has gone
> 16 unnoticed, is the tremendous amunt of education -- the
- 17 | earning, the teaching, the better understanding -- that has
E 18 occurred on FQPA inpl enmentati on.
m 19 So what are the goals for CARAT? First, is the
q 20 need to place nore enphasis on transition. That means how
¢ 21 together with everyone at the table we can nove away fromthe
n_ 22 nost hazardous pesticides in a planned and organi zed fashion
L
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whil e ensuring farmers have adequate pest control techni ques
in their tool box.

As problem pesticides are identified, we nust be
sure our decisions are responsive to the needs of growers.
Based on my experience as regional adm nistrator in the md-
Atlantic states, | worked with farmers. | know that farmers
care deeply about protecting the environnment, about ensuring
that their consumers, their public have safe food.

Deci si ons at EPA nust considers are farners. W
can maintain a strong and vi brant ag-econony while
appreciating the public health provisions of the Food Quality
Protection Act.

This is a challenge, but one |I think we can sol ve.
We need to continue to focus on children by giving high
priority to those pesticides that are likely to lead to
exposures to children.

We need to find nore ways to increase the
avai lability of safer pesticides, including making
regi stration decisions faster and findi ng non-cheni cal
al ternatives.

We need to start thinking long-termto foster broad

public participation in the preparation of cunulative risk
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assessnents while assuring their conpletion -- while assuring
tinmely conpletion of this scientific work.

We need to start thinking creatively about
cunul ative risk issues, and we need to plan for these
upcom ng assessnents.

This morning, as well as at the end of the day, we
will open the floor for discussion of the agenda for CARAT,
particul ar for future neetings. You'll each get a chance to
tal k about your concerns and what you hope to acconpli sh.

We have nmuch to acconplish -- |I'"mconfident that we
will acconplish. | look forward to working with all of you
as we nmake tough decisions to protect public health while
maki ng sure Anerican agriculture remains strong; while nmaking
sure that those who work in agriculture are safe; and nost
i nportant, for ensuring that the Anerican public is safe and
heal thy. Thank you.

MR. EHRMANN: Thank both of you very nmuch for those
comments. My nanme is John Ehrmann. For those of you who
don't know ne, I'mfromthe Meridian Institute and been asked
to serve as facilitator for the conmttee.

And what | would like to do first is initiate a

round of introductions -- first around the core table here,
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and then | would also at this neeting |like the fol ks behind
and the Congressional representatives to introduce
t hensel ves, as well, so that everyone is aware of who is
her e.

And then 1'll say a few words about the agenda, the
FACA, Federal Advisory Committee Act; context for this
conmmttee's work; and a few ot her suggesti ons about how we
proceed.

But first, let nme start with Keith and go around
the table for introductions. Just your nane and
organi zational affiliation will suffice.

MR. PITTS: Keith Pitts with USDA

MR. JENNI NGS: Al Jenni ngs, USDA

MS. MURTAGH: Therese Murtagh, USDA.

MR. TROXELL: Terry Troxell, FDA.

MR. -- (lnaudible): Jack -- (inaudible) -- Ofice
of Cooperative Environmental Managenent for the --
(i naudi bl e).

MR. HELLIKER: |'m Paul Helliker, the director of
the California Department of Pesticide Regul ation.

MS. CLOVER- ADAMS: |'m Jam e Cl over - Adans,

secretary of Agriculture fromthe state of Kansas.

For The Record, |Inc.
Wal dorf, Maryl and
(301) 870- 8025



-
<
L
=
-
O
o
(@
L
>
—
- -
o
o
<
<
o
L
2
=

© 00 N oo o b~ wWw N

N NN R R R R R R R R R R
N B O © 0 N O O N W N kB O

286

MR. WHALON: Mark Whal on, M chigan State
Uni versity.

MR. ORTMAN: Eldon Ortnman, Purdue University.

MS. LYNCH. Sarah Lynch, World WIldlife Fund.

MR. WHI TACRE: Dave Whitacre, I'"'min charge of the
sci ence groups at Novartis.

MS. BOBO. Tanya Bobo, Mkht eshi m Aghan of North
Ameri can, |Inc.

MS. DAVIS: Shelley Davis, Farmmrker Justice Fund.

MS. LUDWG |'m Gabrielle Ludwi g (phonetic), here
for Western Growers Association, and I'mtrying to fill the
shoes of Dan Botts.

MS. MOYA: (O ga Mya, South Texas Col |l ege of Law.

MR. VROOM Jay Vroom the Anerican Crop Protection
Associ ati on.

MS. SPITKO |'m Robin Spitko, National Alliance of
| ndependent Crop Consultants.

MR. RUTZ: Steve Rutz, Florida Departnent of
Agriculture and Consuner Services, also representing the
Associ ation of Anerican Pesticide Control O ficials.

MR. W CHTERMAN: |'m George W chterman,

ent omol ogi st with the Lee County Mosquito Control District in
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Fort Myers, Florida -- also representing |ocal governnent.

MR. EWART: Wally Ewart with the Nort hwest
Horti cul tural Council.

MS. BERGER: Lori Berger, California M nor Crops
Counci | .

MR. OLSON: Good norning, I'mErik WIlson with the
Nat ur al Resources Defense Council.

MR. ROSENBERG. Bob Rosenberg with the Nati onal
Pest Managenent Associ ation.

MR. AMADOR: Jose Amador, Texas A&M University,
Research and Extension Center in Westl aco.

MS. PELTIER: |1'm Jean-Marie Peltier, the president
of the California Citrus Quality Council

MR. LAURIE: |'m Jack Laurie fromthe Farm Bureau.

MR. WALLENDAL: John Wallendal, farmer -- potatoes,
veget abl es, and greens.

MR. LOVELADY: Bill Lovelady, |I'ma farner, and
al so represent the National Cotton Council.

MS. WDDER: Patricia Wdder, the managi ng director
of the Poison Control Center, Philadel phia Children's
Hospital and a nmenber of the American Association of Poison

Control Centers.
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MR. HEDBERG. Rob Hedberg with National and
Regi onal Weed Sci ence Soci eti es.

MR. GOLDBERG. Adam Gol dberg with Consuners Union.

MS. BAKER: Cindy Baker with Gowan Conpany.

MR. BALLING  Steve Balling, Del Mnte Foods.

MS. BRI CKEY: Carolyn Brickey, the National
Canpai gn for Pesticide Policy Reform

MS. MULKEY: Marcia Miul key, director of the Ofice
of Pesticide Prograns at EPA.

MR. JOHNSON: Steve Johnson, EPA.

MS. WHALEN: Susan \Whal en (phonetic), acting
assistant adm nistrator for Prevention Pesticides and Toxic
Subst ances at EPA.

MR. Al DALA: Jim Aidala, EPA

MR. CHIN: Teung Chin, USDA, Ofice of Pesticide
Policy.

MR. BURR: W/ ford Burr (phonetic), O fice of Pest
Managenment Policy, USDA.

MR. PHILBIN. Errol Philbin (phonetic), USDA.

MS. STASI KOABKI : Margaret Stasi kowski, Director of
the Health Effects Division in the Pesticides Ofice.

MS. ROSSI: Lois Rossi, director of Special Review
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1 and Re-registration Division in the Ofice of Pesticide
2 Progr ans.
3 MS. FENNER- CRI SP: Penny Fenner-Crisp, senior
4 science advisor to the director of the Ofice of Pesticide
5 Progr amns.
6 MR. THOVAS: Derval Thomas, EPA.
7 MS. FEHRENBACH:. WMargi e Fehrenbach, EPA, and |'m
F 8 t he designated federal officer.
z 9 MR. HOUSI NGER: Jack Housi nger, Associate Director
m 10 of Special Review and Re-registration Division.
§ 11 MS. KNOX: Kathl een Knox (phonetic), associate
U 12 director of Biopesticides and Pollution Prevention Division.
o. 13 MS. CCMNG Hi, I"'mPat Cimno, I"'mwth Mnor
a 14 Crops with EPA Pesticides.
LLl 15 MS. ANTHROP: Laurie Anthrop (phonetic), from
:'..i 16 Regi on 9 of EPA.
- 17 MR. METZGER: M ke Metzger, Health Effects
E 18 Di vi si on, EPA.
m 19 MS. GESELMAN: Claire Cesel man, Field and External
q 20 Affairs Division, EPA.
¢ 21 MR. DEZIEL: Dennis Deziel, EPA Ofice of
n_ 22 Prevention, Pesticides, and Toxic Substances.
L
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1 MR. PAULEY: Phillip Pauley (phonetic), USDA.

2 MR. TOTH. Steve Toth, Department of Entonol ogy,

3 North Carolina State University.

4 MS. WALEN: Sarah Wal en, Meri di an. MR.

5 BERGMAN: Ron Bergman, EPA Congressional O fice.

6 MS. FARMER: Danelle Farmer (phonetic), House

7 Agriculture Committee.
F 8 MR. GOLDBERG: John Gol dberg (phonetic), Health Ag.
z 9 MR. PARSONS: Doug Parsons (phonetic), EPA
m 10 MS. HENRI QUES: Jane Henri ques, EPA.
§ 11 MR. EHRMANN: All right. Let nme say a few words
U 12 about the charter of this commttee, and ground rules, and
o. 13 t hen the agenda.
n 14 The Conmmittee to Advi se on Reassessnent and
LLl 15 Transition is being established as a subconm ttee under the
> 16 auspi ces of EPA's National Advisor Council for Environmental
- 17 Policy and Technol ogy -- NACEPT as it is usually called.
E 18 So, this committee is operating under the ground
m 19 rul es of the Federal Advisory Committee Act through the
q 20 NACEPT main charter.
¢ 21 As a federal advisory committee, there is just a
n_ 22 coupl e aspects to bear in mnd. One is that these are public
L
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neetings, open to the public; and as you can see, we have a
good turnout of menbers of the public with us today.

We will provide an opportunity for public conment
at the end of the day. |It's indicated on the agenda at 4:15
to 4:45.

For the information of the public, if you are
interested in making a public comment, we would ask that you
sign up for that outside at the registration table so that we
can calibrate how nuch tinme we need to provide for those who
do wish to make a comrent.

And we will ask that you keep your comments to two
m nutes or less to make sure that we have adequate tinme for
everyone.

And if | see the tinme of that public comrent
changi ng because of the flow of the overall agenda, |'Ill nake
the public aware of that so you can know when you woul d be

asked to speak.

Second, there will be a summary drafted. These
nmeetings will be recorded, and there will be a transcript and
also a -- unlike the Tol erance Reassessnment Advi sory

Committee where we recorded the nmeetings and then produced a

| engthy summary that wasn't quite a transcript, we've
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nodi fi ed our approach a bit for this go-round.

And what we will be doing is actually naking a
literal transcript of the nmeeting that will be kept for the
record and then doing a very short summary that will just

sunmari ze, kind of, the key points and maj or discussion
items, so that those who wish to consult an actual transcript
will be able to do that wi thout having to go through the
process of review that we had to on the | onger sumary.

So, it will be both a very short procedural
sunmary, and then the actual transcript of the neetings wll
be avail abl e through the EPA website; and, obviously, in
witten form if you desire.

The -- in terns of the way we'll operate as a
commttee, let me say a few words about -- | feel like to
sone extent |I'ma football coach addressing a bunch of
returning -- | would say lettermen -- | suppose that's not
politically correct -- |etterpersons com ng back on the team
for another season.

There are a nunmber of new faces and a number of
fol ks who did have the opportunity to participate in the
Tol erance Reassessnment Advi sory Committee.

We've tried to do in -- the Agency and the
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Departnent have tried to do several things to inprove on that
process. As the co-chairs indicated, a | ot was acconplished
during TRAC's -- the tinme TRAC was in existence.

And in terns of the process, we' ve endeavored this
time around to have a pick-up on a nunber of recomrendati ons
that all of you made to Meridian when we did an assessnent of
t hat process.

One, you'll note even though it's still a big
table, it's a smaller table than it was before. And we've --
t hey have tried very hard to keep the size of the committee
to nore workabl e nunbers, which | think has been acconpli shed
in large measure.

Two, there are a nunmber of new faces around the
table -- some interested perspectives that were not
represented on TRAC, and | think that's also very hel pful in
ternms of nmaking sure we have -- as the co-chairs indicated --
all the appropriate interests around the table that need to
wei gh in on these very inportant issues.

Third, | would ask all of you -- particularly those
who have experience in these large conmttees -- to bear a
coupl e, kind of, operational ground rules in mnd that I

think can also help nake this as effective a conmttee as
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possi bl e.

And that would be that remenber that you're here to
address the Departnent and the Agency and provi de them advi ce
on how t hey ought to be proceeding on these issues.

And | realize when you're in a public setting with
a m crophone and an audience, it is tenpting to be talking
not just to each other and to the folks up here fromthe
Departnent and the Agency but to | arger audi ences.

And there is only a certain amunt | can do to
control those desires on your part, but remenber that one
person's nost critical issue is sonebody else's ranbling
rhetoric.

And | assure you that if we get into a pattern of
| ong speechettes relative to inmportant issues that you care
about, that the next person | call on froma different

perspective will feel obligated to do exactly the same thing.

And it becones difficult for those of us up here --
the co-chairs, nyself -- to intervene because you start
feeling like, well, if they didit, |1've got to give a shot
to the other person, and pretty soon we're on that slippery

sl ope.
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So, | would really encourage you to keep your
conmments concise, to the point. You're talking to people up
here who have a | ot of know edge about these issues and
under stand the context.

You're tal king to people as your fellow conmttee
menbers who understand a | ot about these issues and have a
| ot of context.

And | don't think we necessarily need to acconmpany
your comrents with a | ot of additional words that may be
actually being crafted for fol ks other than the people around
the table.

So, | would ask you to do that. We'll do our best
up here to remind you if we feel like we're slipping into a
pattern that's going to be not as efficient as all of you
would like in terms of conducting the committee's business.

I would al so ask those of you when you wi sh to be
identified, as we've done in the past, to put your nanme card
on end. It allows -- helps nme keep track of who is where.

And as |'ve done in the past, | will do ny best to
both bl end the need to take people in the order in which they
have asked to be recognized, but it is -- unless | was a fly,

it's inpossible for me to see every card at the sane tine. |
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don't have eyes all the way around.

| also like to be able to provide people at tines
t he opportunity directly to respond to soneone el se's
comment. And that's tricky business with a big committee
like this to both blend the desire for people to be
recogni zed roughly in the order that they asked to be
recogni zed, and at the same tinme, keep sonme continuity of
conversation because you want to respond to sonething
sonebody said 20 m nutes earlier.

So, | would like to be able to be nore responsive
to people who have sonething they really want to say that
directly follows the previous coment. And if you want to,
kind of, wave at ne to indicate that, | will do that. But
that will only work to the extent that you, again, abide by
t hat ground rul e.

Don't -- if you trick nme, then it's going to be
very hard for ne to allow that kind of breaking into the
order in the future because it's just going to frustrate
other folks if you use that technique just to nake -- get
yoursel f noved up in the queue.

So, again, let's build on our experience. You're

all fol ks who have participated in |arge committees |ike
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this, and how we all conduct ourselves will be the nost
critical aspect of whether you think you' ve spent an
efficient day.

Let nme just say a word or two about the agenda, and
then we'll get started. The agenda for today is structured
as follows -- we will shortly provide an opportunity for
t hose who wish to to share your thoughts about what the
priority issues for the commttee's work shoul d be.

You heard sone of those comrents fromthe two co-
chairs, and I would be interested -- and they would, as well
-- be very interested in any response you have to their
t houghts and comments of priorities, as well as articulating
your own.

And |I'm not going to go around the table and have
everyone do that, but if you wish to make a comment, we'l
open up the floor for that in just a few nm nutes.

Then we will nove to a discussion on USDA
transition activities and pest nmanagenent strategy planning,
and there will be a set of USDA staff who will initiate that
di scussi on.

And given where we are in the tineline, |I'm hopeful

we can get into that discussion before lunch, rather than
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after lunch as indicated on your agenda.

Then we'll nove to EPA transition activities or an
updat e and di scussion of the public participation process for
the OPs that was devel oped during the TRAC process.

And then have sone di scussion about the future of
this commttee in terns of future meetings and structure, et
cetera. And rather than get into those issues now, | think
woul d rather wait and tal k about those at that point in the
agenda after we've had a chance to hear what issues are all -
- are on your minds in terms of priorities for the commttee.

And | woul d address such issues as when shoul d
future nmeetings be, will there be any kind of pre-neetings,
or work groups, or other activities that | know people are
curious about. But | would ask that we save those comments
until later in the day.

Then we' |l take the public comment and then have

closing coments fromthe co-chairs before we adjourn.

Certainly no later than 5:00, and we'll see -- being a Friday
afternoon -- how we do. But, again, |'l|l keep everyone
posted on what we estinmate will be our ending time if we see

t hat bei ng nodified.

Wth that, let ne just pause and ask the co-chairs

For The Record, |Inc.
Wal dorf, Maryl and
(301) 870- 8025



-
<
L
=
-
O
o
(@
L
>
—
- -
o
o
<
<
o
L
2
=

© 00 N oo o b~ wWw N

N NN R R R R R R R R R R
N B O © 0 N O O N W N kB O

299
if they have anything to add in terns of procedure, or
process, or the agenda. OCkay?

Any questions directly relating to anything |I've
just said before we turn to us getting your sense of
priorities for the committee?

Let nme al so ask the fol ks over here and fromthe

Congressi onal participants if you -- as we've done in the
past, if you wish to make a coment, | want to get you into
t he queue, so nake sure | see. It's alittle harder to see

the cards back there, but let's make sure that you have those
opportunities when you want to nmake a comment.

Bill has been here before, you can tell, he's going
for that name tag. Let me then open it up for discussion, as
| indicated.

And, again, | would ask that you keep your comrents
concise and to the point. What we're really interested in
here is what are the issues that you believe ought to be
addressed by this committee? What issues do you think there
shoul d be of priority attention, in ternms of your opportunity
to discuss with the Departnent and the Agency the issues that
are under the purview of the CARAT? Bill?

MR. LOVELADY: Thank you, John. If you will --
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t hose of you who were here at the |ast TRAC nmeeting, | think,
to a person, for those who wanted to continue this process --
and not everyone wanted to continue this process. | never
could quite figure out why, but there were people who did not
want to continue.

But to a person, those who did want to continue
felt that it was extrenely inportant that we continue, and
that there were so nmany unresol ved issues -- nanely, the --

we had science policy issues that were not resolved. How

were we going to answer the cumnul ative risks when we -- no
one knew exactly how to do it? | know we had a smal
briefing on it at the last neeting. But t hose

i ssues are what are driving the consideration of these

chem cals. These products that are out there are vital to
American agriculture. They are vital to public health, and
we need to have a conpl ete understanding of all these science
policy issues as we go forward.

Now, the adm nistrator has said that she wants to
conpl ete the organophosphates by the end of the year. That
is a very, very anbitious proposal. It |looks |like to me that
it is too lofty for what we know at this point.

| would think that it's very inportant that we
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continue to nail down these science policy issues and not
nove too quickly w thout having conplete know edge of
everything -- and that we are considering.

| think it's extrenmely inmportant for the
credibility of EPA, and | would hope that we would see --
after all, this is CARAT, and part of that CARAT is for to
advi se on reassessnent. It's not just transition.

And | would like to see us nmake sure that we know
what we're tal king about about reassessnent before we nove
too far down the I|ine.

MR. EHRMANN: Thank you, Bill. Bob?

MR. ROSENBERG. Yeah, | think |I just want to second
what Bill said. M recollection of that |ast nmeeting was
t hat those of us who supported a continuation of the process
did so because we believed that there was substanti al
unfini shed business fromthe TRAC process.

As Bill said, | think there is still questions
about science policy. There are still questions about
process. And while it's good to tal k about transition, and
there needs to be a focus to sone extent on transition, |
t hi nk those other issues need to be addressed.

And I'Ill just -- once again, for about the
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hundredth tine, specifically refer to the unfinished business
about which I'mtalking, and that is the -- what | believe to
be inattention to residential non-agricultural issues, which
are very much a part of this reassessnment, re-registration
process.

And | would very much like to see this group
address the questions of science, data, communication, and
process as it relates to non-agricultural uses.

MR. EHRMANN: Thanks. Davi d?

MR. WHI TACRE: There is always a risk of being
called on third or fourth because you're going to hear
somewhat the sanme, but --

MR. EHRMANN: It's okay to say, ditto.

MR. WHITACRE: It's trite to say it because it was
said during the TRAC process nany tines, but it's still true.
That when FQPA was inplenented, it presented a very daunting
task to the regulator -- to EPA and to USDA -- to be able to
effectively inplenment that |aw.

It -- and the reason is not only because it's new,
and the standard is different, but there is an enornous
amount of new groundbreaki ng science that is necessary that

no one -- in many cases, no regulator in the world, no group
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in the world has tried to do before. So, and the
tinmelines, frankly, for that are very, very short. Ten years
woul dn't be too long to work out some of the issues that EPA
and now their conpanion, USDA, is asked to work out,
literally, in very much less time than that.

So, if | were to make one appeal, one
recomendation on priority, it would be to continue to
enphasi ze this sound science. It is a mjor |oad-bearing
axl e for how | ater the success of the inplenmentation of FQPA
is going to be | ooked at.

That means that every place we're still using
defaults that we should be working on those science policies
-- how can they be refined, how can they -- is there a
different way to approach how we can | ook at what the risks
are?

Because all too often we're dealing with
t heoretical or hypothetical risks and not real ones. And not
because anyone wants to, necessarily, it's just because of
the conplexity of the underlying science.

So, again, my appeal is, let's keep on these
science policies, and I"'mnot telling you sonmething you're

not doing. | know EPA is working on this. There is

For The Record, |Inc.
Wal dorf, Maryl and
(301) 870- 8025



-
<
L
=
-
O
o
(@
L
>
—
- -
o
o
<
<
o
L
2
=

© 00 N oo o b~ wWw N

N NN R R R R R R R R R R
N B O © 0 N O O N W N kB O

304
refinenents underway, there is new i deas picked up.

But if there is a way to enhance that, to speed
that, to get nore ideas and cross-talk with other entities
that can help do that, by all neans, do it.

And let this conmttee al so be aware of what you're
trying and to help, if we can, but keep us appraised. How
can we nake it better, and how can we get this foundation
that right nowis still made out of jelly or sand on how to
do sonme of these risk assessnments -- make them better? Keep
wor ki ng on that and nake that part of this process.

Al t hough transition is inmportant, and OPs are
i nportant, and you're accountable for deadlines, let's don't
forget there is a whole host of other types of chem stry and
products that are going to cone after. And this conmttee is
set up for two years, and guess what? This process is going
to go beyond two years.

So, keep working on this framework and keep science
up front.

MR. EHRMANN:  Rob.

MR. HEDBERG. | think this is a little bit of a
ditto on behalf of the Weed Science Societies. | think our

maj or concern is the assessnment process and | ess of a concern
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on the transition process.

Poi nt out that our people have been working in the
field on better pest management practices since the inception
of our societies in the past 50 years. So, we have been
practicing transition, although it is increnmental.

Today, we're challenged with the assessnment
process, and the challenge is to future availability of sone
of the tools which have been used -- | would argue safely --
over the past years.

Qur concern is to make sure that we have the best
sci ence-based assessnment process, and that the assessnment be
| ess political and nore based in fact.

MR. EHRMANN: Jami e and then Steve.

MS. CLOVER- ADAMS: | guess | would make nmy comrents
froma state regulator's perspective. | think in order for
us to provide good advice, first we need to understand what
the standard is. Wat was the standard that was used on the
three chem cals that M. MCabe tal ked about that already
have been dealt wth?

| need to understand that. | know that mnmy staff
tells me all the tine we have to have a sound basis by which

we make decisions in all areas of our agency, and we have to
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1 be able to stand and defend that.
2 And so | think for me to provide you with good
3 advice, | need to understand what standard was used to make
4 t he deci sions that you' ve al ready made.
5 I would also say on the issues of transition --
6 while | always believe that it's inportant to get ahead of
7 the curve, and | applaud you for doing that, we need to be
F 8 t hi nki ng about these things.
z 9 For producers on the ground -- and | don't want to
m 10 have a | ot of rhetoric, but they're facing tough tines.
§ 11 They're in transition. Things are changing so quickly in
U 12 agriculture, and this is just one nore thing for them
o. 13 And | think it's good that we're thinking about
n 14 transition, but | also think we need to understand what the
LLl 15 standard was for the decisions that have been nade so we can
> 16 apply that standard to the future deci sions.
- 17 MR. EHRMANN: COkay, Steve.
E 18 MR. BALLING  Thanks. Well, beyond ditto, | would
m 19 like to request that we deal with one specific issue, and it
q 20 cane up yesterday during our discussions with FDA, and that
¢ 21 is the issue of revocation of tolerances and channel s of
(a8 22 trade.
L
m Fovr\al'l;jhefRec'\?ar d,I Indc.
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This is a huge potential problemfor processors and
growers, as a matter of fact, and anyone who handl es products
that m ght extend for sonme period of time through the
channel s of trade.

If we have 180-day revocation of tolerances in each
case in which a product was canceled -- or use is canceled --
we may -- it may work for Methyl Parathion because it is a
fairly unstable product; although, Wally, you certainly
suggested yesterday that we may have sone problens that we
didn't know about.

This is a huge precedent setting issue, and | think
sone serious thought needs to be given to how we m ght find
sone solutions to it. So, | would very nuch like that to be
on every agenda.

And | would also add -- sort of relative to that --
there are lots of issues that are playing out in the next
several nonths, and | know that we've tal ked about this CARAT
bei ng a two-year process and four neetings.

Wel I, looking at this schedul e, today 25 percent of
the neeting -- of the nmeetings will be today, and there is
not hi ng of substance on this schedule to speak of.

I'"'mconcerned that if we don't assure that we neet
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on a fairly regular basis and really cover sone inportant
topics, that we'll |ose the value of all the tine and energy
that EPA is spending on this particular group. So --

MR. EHRMANN: Shel l ey and then Mark.

MS. DAVIS: Speaking for one of the TRAC nenbers
t hat was concerned about reconvening this commttee, | want
to rai se those concerns.

One of the things that really was a red flag to us
was t hat another commttee would becone a forum for delay and
boggi ng down the process and absorbi ng EPA' s resources.

And we really don't want to see this commttee take
up the role of the Science Advisory Panel, or the PPDC, or
the Public Participation Process, or other ways in which the
st akehol ders and public can partici pate.

VWhat we would like to see is the EPA to focus on
getting the job actually done. And to that end, to ny m nd,

the three pesticide decisions that have been nmade are not

finished decisions. The worker issues have still -- are
still out there, the risks to children who live adjacent to
fields is still out there.

So, the fact is that these comm ttees do absorb

i nportant resources that should go into action, not talk. To
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my mnd -- and | raised this the very first day of the TRAC,
and |'"'mraising it now, so, hopefully, sonething will focus
on this -- | think we know that OPs are dangerous, and
transition is necessary. And the real question is, where are
the difficult crop pest -- pest nmanagenent situations?

Not everything falls into that category, although
sone folks tend to see it that way. And I think if we coul d,
ki nd of, hone in on what are the difficult issues, how do you
address those issues, where do we get safer alternatives to
address those issues, what are the nodel transition practices
to get us through thenf

| think that woul d nove the process along to get us
t owar ds safer pesticides.

(END OF TAPE)

MR. WHALON: Well, | guess | want to take just a
little bit -- a different track in the sense that | would
like to focus on the inpact of what has happened with the
FQPA process already and where the burden is falling there.

And | certainly agree that we need safer
pesticides, and we need those pesticides registered faster.
And | think that we're on an unprecedented registration

process in EPA, thanks to I R-4, especially in mnor crops,
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1 that's occurring.

2 But one of the things that we're not focusing on

3 t hat we probably should, and I would |like to advocate a

4 subcommi ttee at sone point to | ook at this nore extensively,

5 and that is the inpact of this across the United States in

6 agricul ture.

7 And this falls squarely on USDA in a sense, but
F 8 there is a lot of slippage there. These are dynam c
z 9 producti on systens, and earlier Rich nmentioned that there
LLt 10 were trade issue fallouts, there were resistance issues that
§ 11 are not fully addressed.
U 12 There are invasive species, and | woul d point out,
o. 13 too, there are rebound species that we don't understand very
n 14 much about, and that are plaguing various commodities as a
m 15 result of FQPA.
> 16 That really needs to be |l ooked at. It's a massive
= 17 unstructured burden on USDA. It's an econom c burden in
E 18 terns of the resources necessary to do that. It's a
m 19 personnel burden. | don't think USDA has adequate personnel
q 20 at this point, especially to get that done appropriately, and
¢ 21 it's a huge burden on USDA's partners to address that.
n_ 22 So, | think that that is one of the issues that
L
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this group has to deal with because that's where the rubber
hits the road.

MR. EHRMANN: Okay, Erik.

MR. OLSON: First of all, | would like to agree
with everything that Shelley had just said about the
i nportance of focusing on noving forward.

| think before getting to that, | think everyone
agrees that there are conplex scientific issues here. Nobody
is denying that, and nobody is denying that EPA has a very
significant job ahead of it to carry out the nandates of this
I aw.

But | do think it is quite clear, as we've seen
fromthe three major decisions that have been nmade so far,
that FQPA is going to be forcing changes in agriculture, and
in structural pest control, and in other uses of pesticides.
| don't think anybody can deny that any | onger.

And because it is clear that those changes are
comng, | think it's very inportant that we recognize we're
at a critical juncture now. Many of us have been working on
pesticide issues for 10, 20, nore years, and we've seen sone
of the laws cone and go. Many of these issues have been

debated for 30 years or nore.
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But | think FQPA has changed the ball game. That we
will be seeing nmajor transition being necessitated, and
think we ought to look at it fromthe perspective of the
farmers and the users of sonme of these chemicals. And from
their perspective, there are huge changes com ng.

And | think we owe it to them as well as to the
American public, to be tal king about how t hose changes are
goi ng to be absorbed because as we nove away from sone of the
ol der, nore dangerous chem stry towards either new pesticides
that are | ess dangerous or towards, hopefully, non-pesticide
alternatives, | think we need to have thought that through so
that we aren't facing a crisis.

We believe it's very inmportant for EPA and for USDA
to be ahead of that curve, to be thinking through how that
change is going to be made, and for this comrmittee to be
advi si ng, as Shell ey suggested, where there are difficult
crop pest conbinations, where it will be inportant for us to
identify what the alternatives are, and to tal k that through.

So, | heard Dave Whitacre say that he thought 10
years was not too long to tal k about sonme of these issues.
Wth respect, | think it is too long to tal k about sone of

these issues. | think we need to be noving forward.
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Yes, some issues will not be resolved in the next
two or three years, but we can nake deci sions now to nove
forward. And we are hopeful that -- although, certainly,
ot her issues will be discussed, we've got to focus heavily on
the transition issues.

MR. EHRMANN: Sarah, Cindy, and Paul. Sarah.

MS. LYNCH. Well, taking your adnonition to heart,
"' mgoing to be very brief.

MR. EHRMANN: Everybody has done very well so far,
| would add. Keep it up, guys, you're doing good.

MS. LYNCH: | agree with Erik, I think it's |ike
real estate. |It's location, location, location. 1In this
case, it's transition, transition, transition.

Agreed that the science policy issues are conpl ex,
but we need to be able to be thinking forward. W do know
t hese changes are taking place. And the good news is that
there are many efforts already on the ground where real world
farners are attenpting to address these issues in their --
with their particular crop pest conbinations, and we're
nmoving away fromreliance on high risk pesticides.

So, we're not trying to reinvent the wheel. A |ot

of times, the wheel is already out there in place, and that
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we can learn fromthose experiences.

So, | recomrend highly that we take advant age of
the fact that there are sone ongoing efforts, both USDA has
financed some, EPA is financing sonme, sone are being financed
by foundations or combinations thereof.

There is just a great deal of ferment across the
| and because agriculture is in desperate straits, and we all
recogni ze that, and we all realize that we need a vibrant
agriculture, both for the protection of biodiversity, but
al so for the health and well-being of the country.

So, | say let's get on with it. Let's start
focusing on transition and make sure that we have as nuch
support as we can in place when sone of these big changes
t ake pl ace.

MR. EHRMANN:  Ci ndy.

MS. BAKER: Thanks. | wouldn't say exactly what
everyone el se has said, but | would ditto the coments that,
clearly, | think that reassessnent is still a topic that
needs some discussion fromthis commttee.

And | think some specific exanples of things that
we had tal ked about at TRAC but had not reached concl usi ons

are the whol e area of worker exposure and that assessnent
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that's taking place right now with the organophosphates.

| think that's an area that people on this
conm ttee can provide insight and additional information. |
think it's an area that the Agency is seeking additional
i nformati on on.

Certainly the area of cunulative risk, which did
not get much discussion through the TRAC process, has a very
dramatic inpact on what happens to -- not only the
or ganophosphat es -- but other products.

As we | ook at that and an understandi ng of where
t he Agency is headed in that particular process, | think is
sonething that this commttee would be very interested in
heari ng.

Certainly, transition is something that we have to
talk about. It's probably the third area that did not get a
| ot of discussion at the TRAC process.

But | think that another area that | know we're
going to tal k about today, but it probably needs continuing
di scussion, is this public participation process.

And as we | ook at actions that have been taken and
actions that will be taken, how that process works, and

whet her or not affected stakehol ders know how to engage and
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know when to be engaged, | think is an inportant topic for
menbers of this conmttee to provide sone insight on.

MR. EHRMANN: COkay, Paul and then Jay. Paul.

MR. HELLI KER: Thanks, John. Representing an
organi zation that went through a simlar kind of reassessnent
process 15 years ago, | certainly synpathize with the
chal | enges that EPA has. And those resulted in sonme
significant changes to the way that we protect workers.

But | want to congratul ate EPA on the glasnot that
| think that has cone out as a result of TRAC and all of the
science policy papers. W find it a trenmendous benefit to
our operations to know what the science policies are, so |
commend you on that and | ook forward to the cul m nati on and
the conpletion of all the science policy papers.

But | think that there is one thing that we need to
reiterate as often as we do, which is that once we get to the
end of the process of negotiating these agreenents with the
registrants, that really is just the begi nning.

You know, the inmplenentation of those agreenments and what it
actually means to operational practices and to what the
requirenents are that we as a state are supposed to

i npl enment, that's where it starts for us.
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1 And | think we're seeing that the issues are still

2 bei ng shaken out with Gruthion (phonetic) and Mt hyl

3 Par at hi on, and we still have a |lot of things that we have to

4 figure out there.

5 The recent announcenent on Chlorpyrifos | think

6 causes us some serious issues that we have to work out

7 together. And | think this ought to be a forum for raising
F 8 t hose i ssues and maki ng sure that we all work together to
z 9 i npl ement these decisions that conme out of the Food Quality
m 10 Protection Act in a way that does pronpote change, manages it
§ 11 wel |, but doesn't have unintended consequences that we didn't
U 12 expect in the first place.
o. 13 | do want to reiterate what Steve says -- | think
n 14 the channels of trade issue is a big issue. | think that's
LLl 15 sonet hing that we need to resol ve.
> 16 I know FDA is going through a public comrment
- 17 process, and we will be comenting on that. But | do believe
E 18 it's an issue that is going to be very inportant for EPA to
m 19 cone up with a schene that is both fair but also tinmely. And
q 20 so, | hope that we can have sone nore enlightening
¢ 21 di scussi ons about that.
n_ 22 And then, lastly, | think we ought to be aware of
L
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sone of the actual inplications of our decisions here. For
example, | was talking this nmorning with Jean-Mari about the
-- a current pest that we're dealing with in California --

t he gl assy wi ng sharpshooter, which has sone inplications --
maj or inplications for the grape industry in California that
could be related to sonme early transitions away from

or ganophosphat es.

So, it's not clear that there are direct
connections, but | think there is some information that we're
devel oping that m ght indicate that that could be a
consequence that we never thought.

And that conmes from using some of these nore
targeted softer chemi cals, which we need to nove to, but we
need to nove to intelligently and nake sure that we don't
have sone consequences that are going to be difficult for al
of us to deal with, and we don't create situations |like we're
having with the gas prices in the Mdwest right now.

MR. EHRMANN: Jay and then Robert. Jay.

MR. VROOM  John, | would like to offer a
suggestion. | think that was what we were tasked to do here
in this session.

We've all thought a | ot about the three chem cals
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t hat have gotten a |ot of attention in the |ast year.
wonder if it's appropriate that we refer to them as mmj or
deci sions. They are significant, w thout a doubt, but the
maj or inpact, to ne, would be to take a closer |ook at what
ki nds of consistencies and inconsistencies m ght be
represented in those -- across those three decisions and how
they m ght extrapol ate forward.

So, | would suggest the formation of an initial
CARAT work group, and | volunteer to serve on that. And I
woul d suggest that those of us who would volunteer to serve
on such a work group take the burden of the |load of trying to
do this and m nimze the resource demand on both USDA and EPA
-- but begin to develop separately but with input fromthe
two governnment groups -- a matrix analysis of the
consi stenci es and i nconsistencies in those three chem cal s.

And there are sone that come to mind on both sides
of that |ledger. Certainly, the infants and chil dren
protection factors seemto represent some consistency. But
analyze that a little further, the worker protection factors
that were addressed in all three chem cal reviews would be
interesting to look at from a consi stency, inconsistency

st andpoi nt.
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The inmpl enentation of the six-stage prelimnnary
ri sk assessnent public participation process that was, |
think, a centerpiece of the TRAC process, | think probably
falls into the nore inconsistent columm across those three
chem cal s.

And | would like us as a |arger group, but nmaybe in
a smaller work group initially, to get back to | ooking at
t hat si x-stage process and, you know, what has happened
t here, and what could inprove.

And then the last point -- just as an exanple, and
this suggestion would be the issue that Marcia addressed to
us yesterday, which is the question of toxic endpoint
selection, and I'mstill a little concerned about, kind of,
where we | eft that yesterday.

And | know that you're going to issue the science
policy that will address that for the OPs in a few days, and
that will probably help clarify that a little further.

But, again, | think in the context of, sort of,
case study analysis on these three chem cals, a quick |ook
back to see what kind of precedent and consistency, or |ack
t hereof, that we m ght be | ooking at on sonething |ike

endpoi nt selection is very inportant. So, that's one initial
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suggesti on.

MR. EHRMANN: Thanks. Robin, and Jack, and Wally.

MS. SPITKO |'m speaking fromthe perspective of
an i ndependent crop consultant working with growers on a day-
t o- day basi s.

| just have one basic question for the group -- and
that | think we should keep mnd -- and that is who is going
to pay for transition at the farmlevel ?

Just a couple quick figures for you all. A
standard pesticide treatnent right now is running about 10 to
$15 an acre.

The softer materials, which growers are readily
adopting -- they're very supportive of them-- are running 22
to $55 an acre.

We -- whether we want to accept it, the reality of
our farmsituation is that our farmers are not nmaking
profits. W are barely hangi ng on.

I work in the Northeast, but | have many consult ant
col | eagues in other crops and other parts of the country, and
we're not doonsayers. We're just realistic. W're dealing
with economic reality. There is no profit to fund these

changes.
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1 A perfect exanple is the replacenent for Alar.

2 Al ar was $50 an acre. \hether you're pro or con, you know,

3 that's not the issue. W have a new nmaterial finally to

4 replace it. |It's to stick the fruit on the trees so we can

5 harvest them wi thout them dropping on the ground.

6 The cost of that material is $300 an acre. You

7 want to nmove away from actual chemicals to | PMtechniques,
F 8 li ke Mark's working on. His coments were right on, also.
z 9 They're all expensive. They're very expensive.
m 10 They' ve | abor intensive. They're -- who is going to fund
§ 11 this? Who is going to help the farmers? They are willing to
U 12 nmove forward. But, you know, we have all these discussions,
o. 13 and | feel at times we just |ose the econom c basis of all of
n 14 this, and that how are we going to do this at the farmlevel ?
LLl 15 Thank you.
> 16 MR. EHRMANN: Again, | think people are doing an
- 17 excellent job of listing a nunber of issues. Let's also
E 18 remenmber we are nost interested at this point in the issues
m 19 that you think should be in front of the -- this committee,
q 20 and you want to draw attention to for the work of the
¢ 21 committee.
n_ 22 So, we're getting a good list here, let's keep on
L
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1 that track. Jack.
2 MR. LAURIE: All right, thank you. | don't have
3 the opportunity to reflect on the |last nmeeting of the TRAC
4 conm ttee because |'mone of the new people around the table.
5 But I would like to, to sone extent, second what
6 Robi n has said and what several others have mentioned, and
7 just rem nd the group that we have to keep the farnmer in the
F 8 equati on.
z 9 You know, |I'ma farnmer, I'ma famly farmer, and |
m 10 represent famly farmers, and these folks are terrified of
§ 11 what is happening. And they're terrified because they don't
U 12 understand it, they don't understand the science, they don't
o. 13 understand the process, and they're scared to death about
n 14 what faces them next year -- what they will have available to
LLl 15 use in their production tool Kkit.
> 16 It has been said a couple tinmes that the financi al
- 17 condition of Anerican agriculture is |ess than acceptable,
E 18 and it's probably closer to the level that it was in post-
m 19 Depression days than at any time since then.
q 20 And so, the same farnmers who called, and wote, and
¢ 21 contacted the Congressional offices to support FQPA now find
n_ 22 t hensel ves calling, and witing, and contacting to say, what
L
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do we do next?

They're terrified of transition. Yes, farners are
doi ng everything that they can -- and | can say that with a
cl ear conscience today. |'ve watched farnmers who two decades
ago m xed pesticides with their hands now use all of the
technol ogy that's avail able to handl e pesti ci des.

Farmers are doing what they are financially and
technically aware of. What they can do, they're doing it
t oday.

What they need is reassurance from EPA, reassurance
from USDA that this whole effort supports the concept that
t hey brought to the table in 1996. And Marcia and Jim Al,
you've all been in nmy state, in M chigan, and you' ve heard
growers express these concerns.

And | encourage the effort be focused on the
reassessnment, on the process before we nove forward too fast
enphasi zing transition. The farmers will transition, but
they're terrified of being forced into transitioning to
sonewhere that they don't know what the end result is. Thank
you.

MR. EHRMANN: Ckay, Wally.

MR. EWART: | would like to echo the transition
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1 part in terns of agriculture. Representing tree fruit
2 growers, we feel like we've been transitioned all the tine.
3 That's the way farm ng goes because, unfortunately, we have
4 weat her, we have pests, we have disease. It's always in
5 transition, so we have to respond to that.
6 So, there is nothing new about doing transition.
7 The question is what kind of transition are you talking
F 8 about? And | think in tree fruit growers, we've al ways
z 9 | ooked to new tools as the solution, and that really is still
m 10 the case. There is no real change.
§ 11 But in terns of what we should be tal ki ng about
U 12 here, | think the inportant thing is not to enphasize
o. 13 transition, but is to enphasize the reassessment process, the
n 14 sci ence by which the tools available to us are changi ng.
LLl 15 And that's really what | think is extrenely
> 16 inportant for us to continue to look at that. | think from
- 17 the time of the last TRAC neeting until now, we've lost a | ot
E 18 of the transparency that we had. | think we've had the
m 19 feeling in agriculture that the decision process has noved
q 20 away fromwhere we left it in TRAC -- at the end of TRAC.
¢ 21 And as we | ook at the decisions that have been
n_ 22 made, | would like to echo the comments, we ought to | ook at
L
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t hose deci sions and the processes by which they were nade
because | think many of them -- although not all -- actually
ended up with solutions that perhaps weren't the best for
agriculture under neeting the standard.

In other words, if you neet the standard, there are
different ways to neet the standard. |s neeting the standard
t hat happened in those cases al ways the best for the
agricultural crops?

And so, | think assessnent of how that process
wor ks, the negotiation, et cetera, is really worthy of
attention.

MR. EHRMANN: COkay. Adam Jean-Mari, and Jose.
Adam

MR. GOLDBERG. Thank you. As a newconer to this
whol e process, | just wanted to say that | appreciate the
remarks this norning fromthe co-chairs regarding the fact
that this is not an extension of the TRAC process, but a new
panel with a whole new nmi ssion, and that transition is a
reality and sonmething that we need to be noving forward on.

And | think that the fact that farmers are
concerned, are worried about the transition gives us a very

i nportant m ssion here. That's what we should be focusing in
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1 on to help them make that transition.
2 It's not going to be easy, but it is necessary
3 because of the FQPA. And as | said yesterday, it's not a
4 guestion of what the high risk uses are. W know what they
5 are. And it's not a question of what the alternatives are.
6 We know nuch of that, as well.
7 It really is a question of how we get to that
F 8 transition, and we are very interested in com ng here,
z 9 rolling up our sleeves, and reaching the solutions if
m 10 everyone else is. So, | look forward to that.
§ 11 MR. EHRMANN: Thank you. Jean-Mari.
U 12 MS. PELTIER: You know, since it's here, why don't
o. 13 we et Jose go first. | know what he's going to --
n 14 MR. EHRMANN: Okay, either way, that's fine.
LLl 15 MR. AMADOR: Well, that's real nice to have a
> 16 young, good-looking lady to defer to ne. John, | just want
- 17 to add sonething before I nmake ny statement on the situation
E 18 of the farmers are frightened, which | think a |ot of people
m 19 know. But I'ma farmer of a sort. Sone people don't |ook at
q 20 me as a farnmer because |'mthe director of -- (inaudible) --
¢ 21 Station, but we do farm about 6,700 acres.
n_ 22 And in the lower -- (inaudible) -- Valley this
L
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year, of all the farners that I know -- at | east the people
that are ny friends, people | go to church with, go to their
weddi ng, everything else -- | know of only one crop this year
is going to nmake noney, and that was citrus.

There was no noney nade on grain sorghum \W're
selling grain sorghum for about $3.50 a hundred, and we grow
wheat and sorghum for cover crops, so, and the vegetables are
not maki ng noney. So, the situation out there is precarious.

And what | would like to say, | know that the next
itemon the agenda is to talk about priority issues related
to reassessnent and transition.

We have tal ked a | ot about reassessnent, we talked
a | ot about transition. | think it would be good before we
start that discussion if the Agency could tell us what they
mean by reassessnent, and what they have in nmind for
transition.

If they could explain, you know, just where the
Agency stands there, so if we're going to be giving advice on
these two issues, can they state fairly clearly, you know,
what is it these two issues really nmean?

MR. EHRMANN: Let nme just say on that, that the two

transition itens in the afternoon, | think will be an
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opportunity for the agencies to discuss that -- Agency and
Departnment to discuss that, as well as the reassessnment
context in which that's taking place.

So, they will be making presentations to start off
t hose di scussions which, hopefully, will give you a sense of
what you would |like themto respond to.

MR. AMADOR: We had some comments on that
yesterday, but | don't think everybody here was present
yest er day.

MR. EHRMANN: That's right.

MR. AMADOR: So, | thought it m ght be good, you
know, fromthe very beginning to see where we are because
that's what we are called to advise on. And | don't know
t hat everybody has the sane understandi ng.

| think we need all to be on the sane track. What
transition nmeans to sonmebody may not be what it neans to
sonebody else, and | think it would be good if we knew what
the industry really neans by it. Not industry, but the
Agency.

MS. PELTIER: | think it's interesting to be the
very |l ast person to get to say sonmething, especially after a

group like this that has since the formati on of TRAC and our
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activities together, has really gotten to be pretty
sophisticated in the way it approaches the input side.

| would like to suggest that maybe the comments
this morning fell into two categories. One is that | think
there was an expression that there is a need to eval uate
where we are in these science policies.

Several nentioned desire to | ook, not only at the
consi stency of the application of the individual science
policies, but also the consistency of the application of the
process.

And, certainly, of the three OPs that were
mentioned earlier this norning, | think there are sonme
guestions in the m nds of some of us about the consistency of
the application, particularly of process. But on
the other side of the equation, | think that we really do
need to grapple with this issue of where we go from here.
There was a neeting out in California a few nmonths ago, and
we tal ked about the use of this word, the T word -- the
transition word.

And | think that a nunber of people have said it
different ways -- there is a fear on the part of agriculture

t hat when we start tal king about transition, and that this
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1 conmttee is tal king about transition, that there is already
2 a preordai ned, pre-decisional outcone that all the rest of
3 t hese OPs are sonehow out the w ndow.
4 And | think that's not the position that the Agency
5 has. | hope it's not the position the Agency has. But to
6 use the word, transition, suggests that that's what the
7 deci sion is.
F 8 And as we grappled with it in California, we cane
z 9 up with this idea -- actually, | have to say | |like using the
m 10 term PMS -- but pest managenent strategic planning takes on
§ 11 a different tone, | think. And it suggests that growers are
U 12 taki ng control of the situation and | ooking strategically at
o. 13 what our pest managenent chal |l enges are going to be.
n 14 | was heartened by the comments by Shell ey, and by
LLl 15 Eri k, and by Sarah of the recognition of the fact these
> 16 aren't easy, pat answers.
= 17 Paul alluded to the fact that we have sone real
E 18 interesting things that we've discovered through the 30
m 19 years-plus that the citrus industry has been involved in
q 20 nmoving fromthe traditional application of organophosphates,
¢ 21 nmoving to rel ease of beneficials.
n_ 22 And then sone rel ated problens that we've had --
L
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with glassy wing sharpshooter, notably -- but certainly with
ot her kinds of things, like the integration of insect growth
regul ators that many have heral ded as the be-all-end-all nove
away from OPs.

We' ve di scovered sone real interesting problenms in
integrating those into our pest managenent system There is
sone interesting things evolving on a commodity basis. This
interaction between citrus, between al nonds, between grapes,
problens with Pierce's (phonetic) Di sease, problens with
where we are in glassy wi ng sharpshooter.

And | would think that this would be a terrific
forum if we really are interested in listening to each other
about real world problens, it's an interesting way to take a
| ook at what we've experienced since we're nmoving into the T
word and what our experience has been.

On a nore practical basis, sone of the points |
would like us to look at are how well is the priority system
at EPA working, how well is it acconmmodati ng the need to nove
to new technol ogy? Inportantly, and Secretary Rom nger
raised this, where do we stand internationally?

We have looming in front of us sonme difficult

chal | enges on post-harvest disease control. W know there
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will be residues. The question is, will the internationa
system-- with the Kodak (phonetic) system wll the system
of the EU be able to accommmpdate us noving to those materials
and still being able to market our products internationally?

I think I would Iike to take a | ook at what the
interaction is between USDA and EPA, have an eval uation of
t he adequacy of time for USDA to provide comrents.

And then from our perspectives, we have been trying
to put together materials that we hope will be useful to EPA.
First, we put together crop profiles. Now, many of us are in
t he process of putting together PMS pl ans.

This is expensive, number one. There is a question
of whether the resources will be there to update these pl ans
because if you're working on a plan that has the state of the
art of pest managenent in citrus fromthree years ago, that's
not where it is now.

And, you know, the question is, how are you using
t he docunents? How can we make them nore beneficial to you?
And who is going to help us make sure these things are
updated? And | think that's everything. Thank you.

MR. EHRMANN: Okay. |'mgoing to take Eldon, and

Carolyn, and George, and ask the co-chairs if they have any

For The Record, |Inc.
Wal dorf, Maryl and
(301) 870- 8025



-
<
L
=
-
O
o
(@
L
>
—
- -
o
o
<
<
o
L
2
=

© 00 N oo o b~ wWw N

N NN R R R R R R R R R R
N B O © 0 N O O N W N kB O

334
sunmary thoughts, and we'll go ahead and take our break.
El don.

MR. ORTMAN:. As a new nenber, | would applaud the
wor k that TRAC has done to date and | ook forward to the new
chal l enges that |lay before this committee.

Representing a research organi zati on sci ence and
science applied to policy, science applied to the individual
assessnents, and | certainly concur with exam ning the three
assessnents that have been acconplished and | ook at what we
m ght learn with regard to science application.

I would like to add another dinmension to the
science and as it relates to transitions. Most of the new
tactics, nost of the new practices that we are | ooking at are
going to be nmuch nore site-specific, pest-specific than what
we have been practicing in the past.

There is a trenendous need for science undergirding
of those technol ogi es, those new practices. W should very
wel | expect that those new practices, those new tactics w |
reveal other problens that we are not experiencing today with
the current technol ogi es.

Above all, we need to be very cogni zant of the

econom c times out on the farm These tactics -- many wil |l
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be nmore expensive. |It's also very interesting that one of
the other prinme tactics is under great public scrutiny; and,
in fact, may not be avail able, also based on public scrutiny.

Science is the basis for noving ahead if we're
going to have a productive and a solid agriculture.

MR. EHRMANN: Thanks. Carol yn.

MS. BRI CKEY: Yeah, | just wanted to say |
appreci ate being here today and seeing a | ot of friendly and
fam |iar faces.

| heard sone interesting words around the table
that attracted ny attention. One of them was wi ne, so | hope
that you're doing sonething, Jim to fix this problemin
California, and I would urge you to just --

MR. Al DALA: Every effort.

MS. BRICKEY: -- go right over there today. | also
heard the word, inconsistency, and | wanted to respond to
that a little bit, and in this way.

I think one thing we had to take into account when
we | ook at what EPA is doing with the process that we
outlined in TRAC is that the process, | think, has to be a
little bit different when you're dealing with a chem cal that

has been, perhaps, in special review for years or been under
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scrutiny for a long period of time versus a chemcal that's
newer and hasn't gone through as nuch of the scrutiny, and
study, and research that another chem cal m ght have gone
t hr ough.

And | think that, perhaps, influenced the process
with regard to the chem cals that EPA has evaluated in the
| ast year.

| also want to say that |, of course, too, think
that our job here is transition. | don't think that what we
mean by transition is what Jean-Mari was fearing.

I think what we nean is let's get to the hard
cases, try to figure out where they are, how they coul d be
dealt with.

And | think what Wally was describing is the
ki cking and screani ng process that usually occurs with these
chem cals. And we've |learned that the kicking and scream ng
process doesn't work very well -- not very equitable, not
very scientific, and it doesn't always yield the nost
equitable results in terns of how farmers are affected.

So, | think we need to figure out a different way
to deal with these chem cals than using that particul ar

t echni que.
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I would also say that some of the comments | heard
around the tabl e about the econom c situation for farners are
-- it's areally sad and difficult reality; but | think,
per haps, M. Rom nger, we should be up on the hill talking
about the Freedomto Farm Act because we're really getting
into sone heavy econom c issues in this discussion. And some
of what we're doing here won't have a whole lot to do with
that. Thank you.

MR. EHRMANN:  Geor ge.

MR. W CHTERMAN: Thank you, John. Over the course
of the last two TRAC neetings, | had asked if we coul d have
soneone fromthe Departnent of Health and Human Servi ces
acconmpany us here during this forumto see how they
participate in this reassessnent and transition issues
affiliated with the group and with the m ssion.

And since our |ast TRAC neeting of COctober, HHS has
appoi nted a designate, and that's the National Center for
Environnmental Health w thin CDC.

But | would ask the group if we could have them
participate in the future regarding our public health issues
and see how they fit into this equation along with EPA.

Thank you.
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1 MR. EHRMANN: Very good. Again, | think an
2 excel l ent set of opening thoughts in terns of priorities for
3 the commttee. And, clearly, as we go through the
4 di scussions, if you have other itens you want to add as we go
5 t hrough the transition, and public participation, and other
6 aspects of reassessnent discussion for the rest of the day,
7 pl ease add those to the |ist.
F 8 Let me turn to the co-chairs and see if they have
z 9 any reflections at this point on what they have heard thus
m 10 far. M ke, any coments?
§ 11 MR. MCCABE: Well, | appreciate the comments, as
U 12 well. It certainly hel ps ne as someone who wasn't part of
o. 13 TRAC, and who conmes to these issues froma position in the
n 14 Agency where there was not as much enphasis in the regional
LLl 15 offices. It was primarily the states that inplenmented the
> 16 pesticide policies of the Agency.
- 17 And we certainly were aware of the policies that
E 18 wer e being devel oped at headquarters and through FQPA, but it
m 19 was not one of the regional focuses.
q 20 That doesn't nean that | haven't had an extensive
¢ 21 education by the people on nmy right and behind ne over the
n_ 22 | ast eight nonths. And | think that it is clearly sonething
L
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1 that | have pulled in under ny position as deputy
2 adm ni strator to be responsible for.
3 But the comments that were nade by all of you in
4 this part of the session, | thought were helpful. It -- the
5 comments are daunting in ternms of the breadth of them the
6 ext ensi ve nunber of questions that they raise, and the |ong
7 list of issues that could be discussed.
F 8 I think that we need to do focus, we need to nmake
z 9 sure that we keep on track to focus on the toughest issues
m 10 that we faced, on the hard issues and deci sions that nay be
§ 11 bef ore the Agency and not get sidestepped by a general
U 12 di scussi on about the FQPA purpose, about the requirenents in
o. 13 FQPA for the Agency to neet what is -- as nmany of you have
n 14 said -- a very tough schedule, a very denmandi ng schedule, a
LLl 15 resource-intensive schedule that is going to put pressures on
> 16 us.
- 17 But they are pressures that were recogni zed before
E 18 FQPA was witten. They are recognized in the reality of
m 19 having to i nplement FQPA, and it is inportant to get on with
q 20 the job. Not that we have been draggi ng our feet on this.
¢ 21 We have been adjusting to the requirenents, and we are fully
n_ 22 aware of the conplicated nature of the decisions that we are
L
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maki ng.

Not hi ng has been preordained. W are eval uating
and reassessing these chemcals in a responsible way. TRAC
was able to help us put together sound science policies and
procedures that we have been follow ng. And we have a nunber
of groups outside of this commttee that are hel ping us with
the inmplenentation of the Act.

So, | think that we have highlighted sone inportant

i ssues, sorting themout, focusing on what we are going to

focus our attention on -- not only today but as part of the
next steps -- is going to be an inportant issue as we go
f orwar d.

| think that perhaps one of the npbst interesting
di scussions will cone when we talk about next steps and the
future because there is a lot on this list, and there is a
ot to be done -- not only in the next two years but,
certainly, before the end of this year.

MR. ROM NGER: | think we've heard a | ot of good
suggestions here this nmorning on issues that we need to
address but -- with this commttee -- sone -- certainly sone
interest in a, kind of, a quick review nmaybe of the science

policies and conpleting the science policies to see where we
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1 are, get everybody up to speed on those.
2 But the realization that we're going to spend nost
3 of our time on the pest nmanagenent strategic plans, that we
4 do need get to the tough issues. And whether you call it
5 transition or PMS, that's where we have to get the advice of
6 this commttee on how we're going to be able to acconplish
7 it.
F 8 And | think that the realization by the group as
z 9 expressed by quite a nunber of you that agriculture -- many
m 10 folks in agriculture are not in the best financial shape.
§ 11 And that so it is a challenge for them but that
U 12 nmeans it's a challenge for us to cone up with the strategic
o. 13 pl ans that will work and for agriculture out there, as well
n 14 as the public health and household issues. All of those we
LLl 15 have to address.
> 16 But it is a difficult situation that we're in.
- 17 That's why it's going to take the best thoughts of all of
E 18 you, and how we can devel op good strategic plans under these
m 19 circunmstances. So, thanks for all your suggestions.
q 20 MR. EHRMANN: Let's take a 15-m nute break. Look
¢ 21 at your watch, add 15 m nutes, conme back, and then we'll pick
n_ 22 up with the transition item on the agenda.
L
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(Wher eupon, there was a brief
pause in the proceedings.)

(END OF TAPE)

MR. EHRMANN: Take your seats, please. Menbers of
the public, take your seats, please. Okay, we would like to
nove to the itemon the agenda that originally was | abel ed as
the 1:15 item USDA transition activities/pest nanagenent
strategi c planning.

And as you can see on the agenda, foll ow ng USDA' s
t houghts on that general topic, then we'll have a short
presentation by EPA, and, obviously, tinme for discussion,
bot h during each of those presentations, follow ng each one,
and then as an overall summary di scussion before we nove to
the public participation item

Let nme also rem nd folks fromthe public that if
you wi sh to make public comment, encourage you to sign up
outside so that we can calibrate the tinme appropriately for
t hat agenda item

And before |I turn it over to the folks from USDA to
nove into the transition discussion, Mke w shed to make a
comment. M ke.

MR. MCCABE: | find one of the npbst useful aspects
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of any neeting of this type to be the side conversations that
you have. The opportunity to get to talk to folks offline,
if you will, and | hope | can neet every one of you before
the day is over.

But one of the things that | heard froma coupl e of
folks in just the |l ast couple of mnutes is the concern that
we may be trying to shut down any di scussi on of anything but
transition.

| want to assure you that that's not the case,
that's not our intention. | think as the list of itens grew
in our discussion before, there are a wi de range of issues
t hat shoul d be discussed. |'mnot sure how we're going to be
able to discuss themall or in what context.

But on the issue of reassessnent, by all nmeans,
that's sonething that can be discussed. But | want to
enphasi ze, let's be focused, let's deal with what sone of the
specific concerns are that m ght have been raised since the
| ast TRAC neeting, since the intervening nonths when EPA has
been active on these issues.

Let's not just have a broad diatri be agai nst
reassessnment or the whol e purpose of FQPA. And | think that

that really is where our focus is. Let's nake this
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1 producti ve.
2 MR. ROM NGER: | want to second what M ke has said
3 that, you know, there is room for other discussion of other
4 issues in addition to the pest managenent strategic plan.
5 And, certainly, USDA with the help of a lot of you is going
6 to be spending a lot of tinme on the risk assessnents that
7 we're doing in conjunction with EPA. So, you know, all of
F 8 t hese issues are inportant to us.
z 9 MR. EHRMANN: Comment, Bill? Do you want to make a
m 10 coment? No, yes? No.
§ 11 MR. LOVELADY: | don't know how this fits into the
U 12 agenda, so | -- but |I think it is a response to your comment,
o. 13 M. MCabe, let's be productive and let's tal k about things
n 14 t hat have happened since the | ast neeting. To get
LLl 15 quite specific, we have Diazinon com ng up, which is a very
> 16 hot topic, I"'msure. Are we |ooking at a process |like we did
= 17 before with the last three that were taken care of?
E 18 I"mtrying to -- I"'mreally trying to be nice about
m 19 this, but, regardless, people skirted all around these three
q 20 chem cals that were tal ked about |ast year -- in the past
¢ 21 year. And |'mgoing to be the bad guy, and | know that the
n_ 22 | ast one was a voluntary, quote, unquote, decision.
L
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But to many of us, it certainly appeared that
politics reared its ugly head in these three chem cal s that
were worked on in this past year. And | don't think that's
to anybody's advantage for that perception to be there. Can
we | ook for that same type of process when we start talking
about Di azi non?

We, you know, we -- where is the dividing line
bet ween reassessnment and transition? This is something that
is very inportant, and people skirted around the issue and
made reference to it about consistencies and inconsistencies,
but I"mjust going to put it right out on the table.

The perception -- my perception and the perception
of many people -- is that politics had far too much to do
with these past three chenicals, and the process to the
outsider certainly appeared to be thwarted, sonewhat.

MR. MCCABE: Well, let me respond to that. | think
the issue of politics playing a role in a decision like this
is probably nore enphasi zed by people who don't understand
t he process and, perhaps, who were di sadvantaged by the
deci sion that was made.

I can assure you that in making decisions on these

substances, we have a very thorough, a very structured
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scientific process, a review process which is firmy rooted
in the science of the decision.

And politics doesn't play a role in that. Politics
got this adm nistration to where they are. This
adm ni stration has a very strong record on protecting public
heal t h.

But that broad political mandate that came in with
this adm nistration eight years ago doesn't break down to
little decisions where -- perhaps, with big significance, big
i npact -- doesn't break down to decisions like this where
it's a political call

You could say froma strictly political standpoint
that this cuts both ways. That, you know, sone people who
nm ght be pleased with a decision are offset by the people who
are upset by a deci sion.

You' ve got to namke these decisions on the basis of
what you think is the soundest decision in favor of public
health, in favor of the community that you serve.

And | really -- | nust say that |'m quite concerned
when | hear people say that these decisions are nade on the
basis of politics because they are not.

MR. EHRMANN:  We had sone -- several people in the
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openi ng comrents, | think, who made some suggestions about
steps that m ght be taken to increase the understandi ng of
sone of the previous decisions.

And | think when we get to the part of the agenda
this afternoon when we tal k about next steps and, kind of,
refine our agenda, we'll make sure we revisit that issue in
ternms of what the best way to proceed on that is going to be.

And | think that, at least in part, would address
sone of the issues that Bill has raised, and you' ve responded
to, | think.

Let's go on with the part of the agenda that we --
that | introduced a few m nutes ago, which would be this
transition discussion. And |I'mgoing to turn to Al Jennings
from USDA to introduce the fol ks fromthe Departnent who are
going to be speaking to these issues. Al.

MR. JENNINGS: All right, thank you, John. Well
this morning we're going to start on transition. W wll not
be able to get it all done before |unch, primarily because of
time. But also, secondarily, one of our featured performers
is not yet here, and I will talk about himin a nonent.

But we're going to tal k about pest managenent

strategic plans, which used to be called transition plans.
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And for all the very articulate reasons you heard earlier
today, we are thinking of these as strategic planning
exerci ses.

That may lead to transition or at least will answer
that part of transition, to what? They are an exercise in
t houghtfully | ooking at the pest management on a crop-by-crop
basi s and docunenting the problens -- what's in the
registration queue, what's in the research queue, and how do
we get fromwhere we are to sone future pest managenent
strategies for key crops?

So, we'll be tal king pest managenment strategic
pl ans or PMS plans. First on the agenda this norning -- |
think we can get this one covered anyhow -- Steve Toth, who
is an entonol ogist with North Carolina State University, one
of our land grant partners, and he will talk about our crop
profile project.

Those of you who are TRAC veterans will recognize
that we did do sonme early discussions about crop profiles and
where we were headed. They have matured, and Steve will
bring us up to speed on where we are with that.

Crop profiles have many different uses and many

different users. But right now, | think for the purposes of
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this discussion, one of the npst inportant uses is as a
foundation, as a starting point for the PMS pl ans.

Foll owi ng Steve's presentation -- and we'l]l
probably wait until after lunch for this, but WIford Burr,
of nmy staff and the Office of Pest Managenent Policy, wll
descri be the work that went into preparing one of the plans.
And t hat plan should be here later on today out on one of the
t abl es.

That strategic plan is for the M chigan carrot
i ndustry; and believe ne, it's just a coincidence that we
have a CARAT neeting and a carrot strategy.

It was not planned, but -- okay, we have that plan
and then another recently conpleted plan for al nonds. M
notes here say California al nonds, but that's redundant. |
don't think they're grown anypl ace el se. Anyhow, the al nond
pl an was recently conpleted, and it will be here, as well, |
bel i eve.

We obviously don't have enough time on the agenda
to go into either of these plans in any great detail.
However, we can certainly do that in the future if the
commttee thinks it is a reasonable thing to do with sone

subgr oup.
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1 Again, that's for later discussion this afternoon
2 of where do we go with the conmttee fromhere? But we can
3 certainly spend with you the kind of time you would like to
4 to go into the details.
5 Qur third presenter, the one who is not yet here,
6 is nanmed Larry Elworth.
7 UNI DENTI FI ED MALE: He's here.
F 8 MR. JENNINGS: He just arrived. Sorry, Larry. |
z 9 have to revise nmy coments. Well, some of you may recognize
m 10 Larry. He is not a returning letterman from TRAC, but he is
§ 11 a graduate of TRAC. He has earned his letter all four years,
U 12 | think but --
o. 13 UNI DENTI FI ED MALE: He's got post-TRAC stress
n 14 syndr one.
LLl 15 MR. ELMWORTH: | look at it as a dishonorable
> 16 di schar ge.
- 17 UNI DENTI FI ED MALE: So do we.
E 18 MR. JENNINGS: Well, Larry has noved to a higher
m 19 calling. Anyhow, Larry will describe sone of the work of his
q 20 organi zation, the Center for Ag Partnerships, on a pil ot
¢ 21 project to develop a tenplate for the process of PMS pl ans.
n_ 22 Then we would like to nove on to an open di scussion
L
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1 with you, and we would especially like to know, as | said,

2 how do we work in the future, where do we go from here?

3 Agai n, what we're providing is, kind of, the basics.

4 | guess before | turn it over to Steve, | would

5 like to stress to those of you who were at the session

6 yesterday and got lots of bits and pieces of USDA prograns, |

7 want to stress that USDA's work and the work of our | and
F 8 grant partners, IR-4, the Ag community is really part of an
z 9 overall organized plan to respond to the Food Quality
LLt 10 Protection Act.
§ 11 And, again, our plan has a |lot of different
U 12 conponents, but all of themare really working together
o. 13 towards the sane goal, which is working with the EPA on risk
n 14 assessnents and risk mtigation, providing the kind of data
LLl 15 that we can provide to assure quality risk assessnments. And
> 16 nmoving on then with crop profiles and then into strategic
- 17 pl anning for the key crops.
E 18 So with that, let nme turn it over to Steve Toth.
m 19 St eve.
q 20 MR. TOTH. Thank you, Al. Appreciate the comnmttee
¢ 21 inviting me here to speak this nmorning and to tal k about a
n_ 22 project which | have been involved with for about two years -
L
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- alittle over two years now.

I think what I'Il do is sit down because no matter
where | stand due to the configuration of the room |'m going
to be bl ocking sonmebody's vision. So, | do have sonme -- a

brief slide presentation this nmorning and woul d focus your
attenti on back here.

The idea of crop profiles was introduced by USDA' s
O fice of Pest Managenent Policy at the National Pesticide
| npact Assessnment Program Workshop in Sacranento, California,
back in May of 1998.

At that tine, they informed all the state |iaison
representatives of the Pesticide |Inpact Assessnent Program
which is a USDA program of the crop profiles and, sort of,
sent themout to the various states to nmake them happen.

This process was initiated to neet the pesticide
data requirenents for the Food Quality Protection Act. And
the crop profiles are under direction or organization of the
Pestici de | npact Assessnent personnel in the states.

They are produced by land grant university
scientists, individuals fromcommodity groups, and ot her
interested parties. And they're produced, sort of, on a

state-by-state or territory-by-territory basis.
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Well, the crop profiles thensel ves are docunents
that provide -- or intended to provide the conplete
producti on and pest managenment story for an agricul tural
crop.

They include information on actual pesticide use
and usage for the crop -- not just sinmply what -- list of
regi stered products but, also, really go over what the actual
usage is in the individual state on that crop.

It has information such as the acreage treated,
nunber of applications, rates used -- typical rates used, and
that type of thing.

They are in narrative form which allows the
authors to really describe the pest managenent situation a
little bit better. 1In the past, we've had to put nunbers
into tables, and the way insects, diseases, and weeds --
bi ol ogi cal organi sns don't always work that way.

So, there are -- | think the narrative form makes these
documents rmuch nmore useful. And they also follow a specific
format, which | think makes it a lot easier to use. They are
consi stent across states and crops.

Well, the format of the crop profiles are listed on

this particular slide. The first section is crop production
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facts. It has the agricultural statistics for that crop in
that particular state. It also discusses the regions. Many
of the particular crops are grown in a particular region of
the state.

It has a section for cultural practices. And then
the bulk of it, it does have the insects and mtes, the

weeds, the diseases, the vertebrate pests, nematodes, plant

growth regulators. It goes through all the various pests and
t heir managenment -- the various alternatives to their
managemnment .

There is a section for online resources. This is
usually links to other extension and research docunents at
the universities so that you can get further information, if
needed.

The key contacts generally list the authors but
al so has other individuals that could clarify the crop
profile or give additional information, if necessary.

There is a section for references, and then finally
the date of publication and revision is on the crop profile.
And we used to have that at the bottom of the crop profile,
but we decided to nove that to the very top of the crop

profile.
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1 The | ast two years have been mminly devoted to just
2 getting the crop profiles done and avail able, but we're
3 starting to get into a tinme now where we need to start
4 revising the older crop profiles. And these will be living
5 docunments. The situations change as it relates to pest
6 managenent, and there will be need to update and nmi ntain
7 t hese docunents.
F 8 Now, | would like to talk about who uses the crop
z 9 profile and how they're used. The first -- the target of the
m 10 crop profile, primarily, was the U S. Environnental
§ 11 Protection Agency. The crop profiles were provided to assi st
U 12 themin the pesticide tol erance reassessnment under the Food
o. 13 Quality Protection Act. Al so, the pest risk
n 14 managenent -- pesticide risk managenent and nmitigation plans
LLl 15 for those pesticides that are of concern.
> 16 They are also used to fill gaps in EPA s crop
- 17 matri ces for pesticide use and usage. And, finally, to
E 18 repl ace default or worst case assunptions used by the Agency
m 19 in the absence of reliable data.
q 20 This is a chart from-- put together at M chigan
¢ 21 State University, which shows default versus actual
n_ 22 or ganophosphate use on M chigan tart cherries. And it shows
L
m Fovr\al'l;jhefRec'\?ar d,I Indc.
- ( 38r1) 870- 8025




-
<
L
=
-
O
o
(@
L
>
—
- -
o
o
<
<
o
L
2
=

© 00 N oo o b~ wWw N

N NN R R R R R R R R R R
N B O © 0 N O O N W N kB O

356
t he pounds of active ingredients of organophosphates.

The white part of the bar represents the default
assumption if you assume 100 percent of the acres is treated
at the maximumrate, the maxi nrum nunber of applications
al | owed by the | abel.

And the pink bars represent the actual pesticide
use in those particular years based on survey data that were
generated at M chigan State.

Well, the U S. Departnent of Agriculture uses the
crop profiles. They use it to evaluate and revi ew EPA
pesticide risk assessnment and al so proposed risk mtigation
nmeasures. They use it to develop the pest managenent
strategic plans for agricultural crops, and that will be
di scussed later. They use it to identify critical pest
managenent needs for U. S. agriculture.

If you look at the crop profiles for a particular
crop, you can see where the weak spots are, | think, pretty
readily. Also, the Department uses it to prioritize funding
for agricultural research.

We al so use the crop profiles quite extensively at
the | and grant universities. W use themto informelected

officials, college deans and directors, producers, comuodity
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1 groups, students at the University, and the general public
2 about crop production and pest managenent for those crops.
3 We al so use it to support special |ocal need, 24C
4 registrations, or enmergency exenption requests. 1In North
5 Carolina, the Departnment of Agriculture usually makes those
6 requests, but they look to the land grant university to
7 provi de background information and supporting materials.
F 8 We also use it to identify and prioritize critical
z 9 needs for research and extension activities in the state.
m 10 Crop profiles are also, | think, valuable to the
§ 11 agricultural producers and pesticide applicators, which are
U 12 both clientele of the I and grant universities.
o. 13 They are used to obtain informati on on production
n 14 and pest managenment practices that are typically used in the
LLl 15 production of agricultural crops in the state.
> 16 They' re al so used to hel p producers and pesticide
- 17 appl i cators beconme aware of existing alternative pest
E 18 managenent practices, integrated pest managenment prograns,
m 19 and resistant managenent prograns that are avail able for
q 20 t hose crops.
¢ 21 "Il say a few words about the devel opnent of crop
n_ 22 profiles. At the present tine, we have nore than 280. |
L
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think as of this week, we're up to 291 at the | ast count.
These have been conpleted by 40 states and three U. S.
territories. W expect to have 300 conpleted by the end of
t hi s nont h.

These crop profiles -- the ones that have been
conpleted -- represent over 90 agricultural crops. And we
have a total of 523 that have been proposed by the various
states and U.S. territories for conpletion over the next few
years. So, we're, | guess, a little over halfway there.

Well, | think it's inportant not just to generate
this type of information, but to make it available so it is
in a very useful form

The conpleted crop profiles were subnmtted by the
| and grant universities and commodity groups to the USDA s
O fice of Pest Managenent Policy. WIford Burr is the
i ndi vidual that takes these. He goes -- has a brief review
of the docunents and then forwards themto me at North
Carolina State University.

I have a graduate student that formats these
docunents into HTML and enters theminto a Mcrosoft Access
dat abase. And this database is available on the Wb as a

sear chabl e dat abase.
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So, you can search these docunents by state, or
territory, crop, and up to three keywords, which could be
chem cal, or a particular pest name, or a cultural practice,
or however you m ght want to search that database. And it
will give you a |list of those crop profiles that have those
keywords in it.

So, it does mamke the docunents, | think, a lot nore
useful than just having a stack of papers sitting in an
of fice somewhere. And, also, the entire database can be
downl oaded of f the conputer.

This is the Ofice of Pest Management Policy
Pestici de | npact Assessnent Program website. The address is
at the bottom You can also get this through -- get access
to this page through the Ofice of Pest Managenent Policy

website, which is on one of the handouts that's on the table

out si de.

But there is a box called, for crop profiles, which
has a link to the database itself. It also has rel ated
information. It has the status |list arranged by crops and

state. So if you're interested in what crop profiles are
schedul ed to be conpleted in the future, you can access that

i nformation, as well.
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1 And, of course, we have a box right next to that
2 for pest nmanagenent strategic plans. And as those are
3 devel oped, we'll have links to that information, and it will
4 probably be searchable, as well.
5 So, that's all the coments | had. | would be gl ad
6 to try to answer any questions about this project.
7 MR. EHRMANN: Questions?
— 8 MR JENNINGS: Well, Steve, | guess it was
z 9 i ncredi bly clear.
m 10 MR. EHRMANN: Hang on. Yeah, Deborah. M crophone,
§ 11 yeah.
U 12 DEBORAH: This question is actually addressed to
o. 13 EPA. Have you used them and how have you used thenf
n 14 MR. EHRMANN: Steve, or Marcia, or --
LLl 15 MS. MULKEY: Yes. They play sone neani ngful role
> 16 in risk assessnment because they are state-by-state and
- 17 because our risk assessnents cover a broader range.
E 18 They use pretty much the way the slide said -- to
m 19 suppl enment our national estimates of things |ike percent crop
q 20 treated, patterns in terns of rates, and so forth.
¢ 21 They're very useful in risk managenment because
n_ 22 there you really need a nore particul ari zed under st andi ng of
L
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1 all the variations on the thene of use, and pest pressure,
2 and -- so that you can do a nore targeted approach to risk
3 managenment .
4 And this process and things related to it help us
5 to understand some very significant regional differences in
6 the issues of the way pesticides are used. And |
7 don't know i f anybody from our team thinks we need to
F 8 suppl enent that?
z 9 MS. ROSSI: Yeah, | mean, Marcia has covered the
m 10 maj ority of the main things. | think we've found them
§ 11 extrenely useful in getting nore detailed know edge when
U 12 we're faced with making ri sk management decisions that nmay be
o. 13 different in different parts of the country.
n 14 | think that's the big use, but they have al so
LLl 15 pl ayed a significant role doing a reality check on the
> 16 assunmptions we use in our risk assessnments.
- 17 MR. EHRMANN:  Robi n.
E 18 MS. SPI TKO. Excuse me, just a quick question. |If
m 19 there is any attenpt to attach econonmic figures in these crop
q 20 profiles to the various technol ogies and the cost of the
¢ 21 mat eri al s when they' re being done?
n_ 22 MR. JENNINGS: | don't believe so. | haven't read
L
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every one but, in general, we have not tried to focus on
that. We've |looked at trying to keep themw th the science
of pest managenent, and facts and figures, and --

MS. SPITKO | think that's an inportant conponent
that we need to really --

MR. JENNINGS: | think it's a very inportant
conponent of, overall, the analysis and where we're headed
with strategic planning.

But it's also sonething, as you know, that's
extrenely variable and hard to capture in a document that you
don't have to revise every hour, depending on what the price
of the commdity is.

MR. EHRMANN: Jean- Mari

MS. PELTIER: All that is a great segue to ny
guestion, which is not how do we update it every hour, but
how do we update it?

In our particular case, the citrus industry funded
and created its crop matrix on its own, and it really does
need to get updated at this point because there have been
sone pretty significant changes.

And | guess, how are we going to do that, how can

we schedule that, and can we get help from NAPI AP to nmake
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t hat happen?

MR. JENNINGS: | would hope to be able to get
NAPI AP fundi ng devoted to updates, maintenance. As you know,
that programis changi ng because of the budgetary
cl assification.

We moved from what used to be called a fornula fund
into a conpetitive grants process, which has sl owed down
i mmensely getting the noney out this year, and it should be
reborn with the regional centers as a concept.

But, nevertheless, the same kind of work. We're providing
the information flow that's needed and the infrastructure
t hat we need to communi cate.

So, hopefully, out of that will conme sonme noney for
t he upkeep, the maintenance, as well as sone suppl enent al
noney that we're trying to get our hands on.

MS. PELTIER: John, can | ask a follow up question?
| s that one of the portions of the budget that is currently
in either form House or Senate, unfunded at this point? |Is
it something we need to be concerned about?

MR. JENNINGS: There is additional noney for pest
managenent in the 2001 President's budget, and |I'm not quite

sure -- Keith can probably tal k about where we are with the
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Appropriations Commttee.

UNI DENTI FI ED MALE: W th the PI MAP (phoneti c)
Program | think that there m ght be a very slight increase
over our 2000 budget. It's about a $4.5 mllion program it
may have gone up to about 4.6.

The ot her funding that we've been |l ooking to so it
doesn't have to go through the 406 process, and it can be
nore of a direct cooperative agreenent between any commodity
group that wants to conme in and work with us on the

devel opnent of protocols or PMS plans is Al's budget, the

$1.5 mllion increase that was in the President's budget for
2001.

And right now, |I think we've only gotten report
| anguage in the House bill that increases Al's budget by

$300,000. So, it is an increase which we appreciate but no
where near $1.5 mllion that we're | ooking to.

MR. EHRMANN:  Mar k.

MR. WHALON: This is a general question -- | think
| know the answer to this question, but | think for the
record it needs to be asked. And that is, as you | ook at the
crop profiles as they cone in, and they identify research and

i npl enent ati on needs, are the resources adequate to address
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1 t hose needs that are surfacing in crop profiles?

2 MR. JENNINGS: To address the research needs?

3 MR. WHALON: Research and i npl enentati on.

4 MR. JENNINGS: And then |I'm | ooking at the

5 strategic plans as laying out in a bit nore detail those

6 research needs, as well as the registration needs and the

7 educati on/training needs.
F 8 The profiles really don't, | guess, establish
z 9 priorities, and that's where we need to go with the plans.
m 10 VWhat are the priorities given all the needs?
§ 11 Then we need to start |ooking at, is the research
U 12 budget adequate? Certainly, the ARS and CSREES research
o. 13 conponent -- pretty excited about the plans and being able to
n 14 get sonme focus based on grower identified needs. So, we
LLl 15 think that's going to be a big plus.
- 16 MR TOTH: 1'Il answer it.
- 17 MR. JENNINGS: | didn't answer that? I|'msorry. |
E 18 wasn't trying to be evasive.
m 19 MR. TOTH: | think the reality is with crops at
q 20 ri sk, and RAMP (phonetic), and PI MAP, we've got significant
¢ 21 new funding, particularly with crops at risk and RAVP that we
(a8 22 hope to build upon.
L
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1 | think it's very safe to say that we will not fund
2 all of the even excellent proposals that come in through
3 PI MAP, crops at risk, and RAMP this year.
4 But, obviously, as we get better adjusted to these
5 pest managenent strategic plans and working through the RFP
6 process, |I'mhoping we'll be able to get a better handle on
7 what the resources are that we need.
F 8 And, you know, certainly, we're committed in our
z 9 budget process to nake the case for that funding.
m 10 MR. EHRMANN: Okay, Cindy and then David, and then
§ 11 John.
U 12 UNI DENTI FI ED MALE: Anot her comment, | think here,
o 13 John.
n 14 MR. EHRMANN:  OCh, |I'm sorry. Was there another
m 15 conment ?
> 16 UNI DENTI FI ED MALE: Do you have a comment, Therese?
- 17 MS. MURTAGH ©Oh, | did. One thing | would like to
E 18 enphasi ze -- Steve nentioned of, you know, that these -- that
m 19 the crop profiles, you know, were produced by the grower
q 20 conmmunity working with the land grant universities.
¢ 21 And that is such -- and we're building on that.
n_ 22 We're taking the crop profiles and | aunching the pest
L
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1 managenent strategi c pl ans.
2 So, Jean-Mari, and Wally, you know, Mark, as you
3 wor ked on crop profiles, you know, you set the base -- the
4 educati on base of your growers, of your commdity groups to
5 tal k about where they need to go and to tell them about FQPA,
6 and what they need to do to get ready, you know, to plan for
7 their own future.
F 8 So, | think one of the big advantages of crop
z 9 profiles is pulling the producer community together to talk
m 10 about their issues. Wuld you agree with that?
§ 11 UNI DENTI FI ED MALE: | think the crop profiles have
U 12 pl ayed an excellent role of drawing the community that's nost
o. 13 af fected by these decisions together to address their future.
n 14 | think the discouraging thing, fromny
LLl 15 perspective, is the likelihood that we're going to be able to
> 16 address things like this sharpshooter situation and in a
- 17 timely way to actually mtigate the effects on the affected
E 18 community. So, that's ny issue.
m 19 MR. EHRMANN: Do you want to respond to that
q 20 guestion?
¢ 21 MS. PELTIER: Yeah, | think Therese has really hit
n_ 22 on something. For nme, noving into this citrus industry anew
L
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in the |ast year, it has been a great educational process for
me, personally.

And, certainly, every time we've had to | ook at
responding to a draft risk assessnent, it has been really
hel pful to be able to go through and do it.

| think the one thing -- a couple things we didn't
focus on in the first round of these crop profiles that |
think as we've wal ked through these with Lois, we've seen we
have a gap in our information.

And that is in the area of the anount of
flexibility we have on reentry intervals, the anount of
flexibility we have on pre-harvest intervals, the actual
met hod of application.

It wasn't in the first round of crop profiles, and
| think that's information that, for us, in ternms of | ooking
at mtigation strategies, we really need -- and didn't put
together in that round.

The ot her conponent of it -- and | alluded to it
earlier -- that we didn't look at in those that we've done --
sone of us have done in California, is to try to |ook not
only at what FQPA is doing but to try to | ook at what sone of

our other trading partners are doing in reassessnment of MRLs.
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1 And try to get an idea not only nationally where

2 our vulnerabilities may be, but internationally and then

3 within California, we have our own regul atory process. So,

4 we need to try to keep on track of what Cal EPA is doing with

5 wat er and air reassessnments and the Office of Environnental

6 Heal th Hazard Assessnment under Proposition 65.

7 So, we have a real conplicated matrix that we've
F 8 created on a pest-by-pest, pesticide-by-pesticide basis.
z 9 That is another thing -- that it took an amazi ng anmount of
m 10 resources to put this together. To try to draw on all the
§ 11 exi sting databases to see who all is looking at this at this
U 12 poi nt .
o. 13 And it's sonmething that's not only useful to the
n 14 citrus industry but would be of help to all of us in figuring
LLl 15 out how we nove into transition.
> 16 Keepi ng that updated is going to be nmonunmental, and
- 17 it's sonmething that we as a citrus industry are doing for
E 18 ourselves. But | think it's something that we need to | ook
m 19 at bigger picture.
q 20 A lot of us could benefit fromthat information and
¢ 21 maybe there could be other resources put together to put it
n_ 22 all in one place, rather than having to cherry pick it all
L
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over the place.

UNI DENTI FI ED FEMALE: Actually, Jean-Mari hit on
the point that | was going to hit on. 1'Il just reiterate
that | know that these crop profiles take a trenendous anount
of time fromnot only the commodity groups, but people like
Ri ck Mel nacode and ot her people in the | and grant
uni versities who work on themto put them together.

' mextrenmely encouraged to hear both Marcia and
Lois say that they're beneficial to them as risk managers
that they're | ooking at them

But | would follow up on Jean-Mari's suggestion
that as you're | ooking at these crop profiles and how to
i nprove them and what to do differently, that putting in
there informati on about the activities that go on in an
al nrond orchard or a peach orchard, and why they go on, and
why it's inportant to be able to thin, or do the other kinds
of things that in reality happen are helpful to not only the
commodi ty groups, but also to the agencies as they're making
ri sk managenent deci sions on them

Cindy, you're right when we first initiated the
crop profile project, our focus was on dietary risk

assessnment. But since then, we know that we have to expand
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the crop profile, so as we take -- we'll have to take themto
a next |evel.

MR. EHRMANN: Ckay, Davi d.

MR. WHI TACRE: Goi ng back to sonething Robin said
early in the discussion for this session, and she asked the
guestion as to whether the econom cs were worked into these
dat abases or into the thinking having to do with the crop
profiles, and the answer is no.

But nmy question maybe is a little bit out of
context -- where are the econom cs considered and rolled in
because it's an absolute central issue to have a successful
transition.

This plays into that, but so do the econonics.

VWhere is that considered? O if you want to tal k about it
later, it's fine, but it's critical.

MR. EHRMANN: Is that going to cone up in a |ater
presentation or --

MR. JENNINGS: No, | think we have to tal k about
t hat when we're tal king about the strategic planning process.

MR. EHRMANN: Okay, so let's make sure we --

(i naudi ble) -- that when we get to the strategy piece. John.

MR. WALLENDAL: Yeah, |'ve got a basic question
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about the crop profiles. \Wen we're grow ng potatoes or --
| " m t hinking about snap bean crop rate and all the -- as we
get it in the ground.

The pest pressures vary fromyear-to-year. |Is this
data on the crop profiles an annual data? 1|Is it an ongoing -
- can we track how things are changing in transition?

If so, it's a very useful tool. If we're |ooking
at it just on the annual basis and drop it, we've got
deci si ons bei ng made by USDA, EPA on specific pest pressures
at specific times that will be affecting us decades from now.
Where are we at with that?

MR. EHRMANN: Al .

MR. JENNINGS: Well, the profile tries to capture a
baseline, a typical or, perhaps, an average. It is not a
nm nut e- by-m nut e, season-by-season gui de or assist in pest
managenent. That's kind of the job of the | and grants and
t he extension service, you know, that day-to-day. You know,
this is a snapshot. |It's a starting point.

MR. WALLENDAL: Can it be used as historical data,

t hough, to see our transition? |Is that an answer that's
online?

MR. JENNINGS: As we nove on with updating, | think
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you' Il see the changes that Steve nentioned; and after a year
or two, the informati on does age quickly. W'Il|l see new
pests, we'll see new pesticides, and we'll see old ones go
out of the picture, so it will be -- they will evolve, you
know.

MR. TOTH. Al, | mght add fromthe State
perspective, we are in the really getting towards the tine to
start updating these things. At least for North Carolina, |
want to put in a process for doing it -- of review ng them on
an annual basis.

Now, that doesn't mean we have data to replace the
data in the crop profile on an annual basis. Some, you know,
we survey growers to generate pesticide usage information
many tinmes, but we don't do every crop every year.

NASS does surveys, and they will do field crops
maybe every year; but fruits and vegetabl es, they alternate.
So, we won't necessarily have information every year, but I
do think they need to be reviewed and the | atest information
put in.

Al so, the key contacts are listed there, so | would
-- in the case where the data nay be a little bit ol der, you

can al ways contact them and get sone input if you have a
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specific question like, well, the crop profile says this, but
this year maybe things are a little different.

And many tinmes those specialists and researchers
can give you sonme of that -- for specific questions, anyway.

(END OF TAPE)

MR. WHALON: =-- a little bit because Al basically
said it was ny job to do that.

MR. JENNINGS: 1Isn't that your job, Mark?

MR. WHALON: And with a few exceptions -- potato
| eaf hopper, blue nold on tobacco, a few other exceptions --
there is very little |long-range, year-to-year keeping track
of pest pressures.

The producer community usually responds to what
happened | ast year and, oftentimes, directs resources to what
happened | ast year, which doesn't always happen next year.
So, there is that major dinmension of what happens at the | and
grants and how t hey respond.

In ternms of |ong-term planni ng on pest pressure
changes, that is one of the key issues, | feel, because it's
an uni ntended consequence, in a sense, of FQPA, and sonething
that we can't neasure and that we don't know. And it's part

of agriculture and has been historically.
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But with those exceptions and a few others, there
are no year-to-year changes, 20-year trends. Very few
studi es have been done like that.

MR. EHRMANN: Sarah and then Erik. Sarah

MS. LYNCH. Having been around when there was only
one crop profile, which was alnonds, | think, in California a
year ago, it is remarkable the progress that you all have
made in getting so many.

But it does underscore one of the issues | have,
and | know how conplex they are, so | hate to nake the
situation rmuch nmore conplex. But | do think that farmers are
bei ng shortchanged and, perhaps, shortsighted by the
continual focus just on a pest managenent strategy because,
really, crops are produced in a system

And the whole system -- crop and pest managenment
systenms -- need to be seen together in their entirety, which
is not something that is captured in the pest managenment
profile, which is just really |ooking at how you manage
di sease, insect, and that kind of crop danage.

| think unless you are looking at in a systens
approach, you're going to only address part of the problens

t hat consuners and taxpayers are interested in with respect
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to the way our food and fiber is produced.

And t ouching on sonething Jean-Mari said about sone
of the other forces acting on agriculture. [It's not just
FQPA. It's the Clean Water Act, it's state regulations, it's
a whol e host of forces that are noving together to try to
say, you know, we have sone concerns about the way our food
and fiber is produced.

And are there ways that working -- |ooking forward
t hat the pest nmamnagenent tool box can be expanded and
rearranged so that there are many nore options available to
growers other than just chem cal tools?

And | think that by looking at it in a nore systens
approach, as opposed to a pest managenment strategy, you get
there. You get there faster.

MR. EHRMANN:  Eri k.

MR. OLSON: | agree with what Sarah said. | had a
guestion for USDA. |'m wondering what kind of outreach you
do when you're putting together these profiles?

My understanding is you generally go to comodity
groups. |'mwondering, is there proactive outreach done to
try to reach the independent consultants and growers who

enphasi ze bi ol ogi cal | y-based pest control nmethods when you're
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putting these profil es together?

MR. JENNI NGS: You know, generally, yes, and | will
ask sonme of the -- Steve and some of the people who have
actually put them together maybe to respond to that. You
know, Jean-Mari, Wally, or Mark, in terns of what you' ve done
and your experience.

It has been variable by state, but | think
generally we've | ooked at that. Jean-Mari.

MR. EHRMANN:  Well, I'lIl -- let ne just say -- and
we don't necessarily need answers fromall those people you
l'isted.

MR. JENNI NGS: Just whoever wants to volunteer.

MR. EHRMANN: Let's get a couple to get a flavor of
t he responses, but --

MS. PELTIER: Just as a point of clarification, our
t eam consi sted of representatives who both are involved in
the -- who run insectories and do beneficial rel eases.

But when we did our crop profile, we went on a
pest - by- pest basis and tal ked about the overall picture of
what we're | ooking at -- what biological controls are
avail abl e, cultural controls.

We tal ked about some of our beneficial rel ease
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prograns, and we clarified in it in those areas where there
aren't any biol ogical prograns that are available. And so,
we tried to cover the gamut in ours.

MR. WHALON: We did many of the sanme kinds of
things for -- in Mchigan for the ones that we've done. |
woul d just add to that that we did use the independent crop
consultants extensively in the devel opment of ours.

MR. EHRMANN: St eve.

MR. TOTH: In North Carolina, we put together a
conmttee to prioritize the crops that we needed profiles
for. Then the dean appointed a comrittee chair, which was a
research or extension specialist that worked with a
particul ar commdity.

And t hat person put together the commttee and was
encouraged to include, you know, all of our clientele in the
process. And, of course, that varied by commpdity to
commodity and, you know, you're dealing with individuals
that, you know, do things a lot of different ways. So, you
know, it varies a little bit, and I"msure fromstate-to-
state, things vary, as well.

UNI DENTI FI ED FEMALE: Just as i ndependent crop

consultants, we were contacted by both via land grants and
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U.S. Apple to work on the crop profiles, so -- and from ny
ot her consultant coll eagues, we did feel satisfied that we
were included very nmuch in this program so thanks for that.

MR. EHRMANN:  On this point, Eldon?

MR. ORTMAN: Yes.

MR. EHRMANN: Go ahead and then we'll go to Rob.

MR. ORTMAN:. Crop profiles are an excell ent
devel opnent. These are baseline docunents. |If we are going
to create |living docunents, we need to renenber what was said
about the citrus industry, and what it has cost the State of
California to do that.

Yest erday, we heard fromthe NASS group what it
costs to do surveys. That is a major requirenent if we're
going to nmove to living docunents.

MR. EHRMANN: Okay, Rob.

MR. HEDBERG. | wanted to revisit one of the early
poi nts, and Marcia alluded to the fact that one of the
i npedi nents to use of the crop profiles in risk assessment is
that they're state-by-state versus national coverage.

Yest erday, we heard about the NASS surveys, which | believe
target about 80 percent of the actual production.

So, nmy question would be for Al and Therese. |Is

For The Record, |Inc.
Wal dorf, Maryl and
(301) 870- 8025



-
<
L
=
-
O
o
(@
L
>
—
- -
o
o
<
<
o
L
2
=

© 00 N oo o b~ wWw N

N NN R R R R R R R R R R
N B O © 0 N O O N W N kB O

380
there an effort to capture 80 percent of the production or
sone significant portion of the production in these crop
profiles so they can be nore effectively used to reflect the
nati on versus the states and be nore useful to Marcia and
Loi s?

MR. JENNINGS: Yeah, it's a different level, and |
guess the question is, can you aggregate a nunber of these?

Early on in this process, we |let the states choose

whi ch crops were nost inmportant to them | think as we start
seei ng the second phase of -- increasingly, we're going to
get nmore and nore, and they will represent a | arge production

per cent age.

MS. MURTAGH: Also, you know that we're creating
t he regi onal pest managenent centers, and they will be forned
this fall. And in the RFP for the centers, one of the
charges is that they produce the crop profiles, anpbng ot her
t hi ngs.

And | believe as the centers mature and their
boundari es are established based on crop production regions,
that you'll see nmovenent to the crop profiles addressing the
boundari es that the centers set up.

UNI DENTI FI ED MALE: | guess, Rob, too, we do have
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t he NASS data that does play into the whole risk assessnment
di scussion. And even if it's not going on, |I'mcertain
because the NASS data is broken out state-by-state, there can
be sonme cross-checki ng done between the NASS data from a
survey and the nmore narrative discussions in crop profile.

MR. EHRMANN: Jam e.

MS. CLOVER- ADAMS: | would just be really
interested in the answer to that question, especially from
EPA, because | would be willing -- in the State of Kansas, we
paid -- the State Departnment of Agriculture paid for the crop
profiles and the extra surveying we did.

And if we could get to a point where, you know, if
80 percent is the magic number, Lois, for knowi ng and then
bei ng able to aggregate on a state-by-state basis, | would be
willing to | obby ny coll eagues that the State Departnents of
Agriculture step up to pay for those.

But | want some inkling of whether or not if | go
out and put nmy neck on the line like that, that you guys are
going to be able to use the data, if | can convince ny
col | eagues to pay for it.

MS. MULKEY: Well, we have tried to use all use

data, whether or not it was nationally aggregated, using the
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sane met hodol ogy, and so forth.

But, obviously, the closer it cones to meshing with
ot her data sets, followi ng the sanme net hodol ogy, the nore
useful it is.

So, there has not been any use data set that we
haven't been able to find some use -- the California data,
whi ch are the npbst conprehensive use data avail able, we nmake
constant use of, and including for crops that are not
exclusively grown in California

Shari, does sonebody el se over there want to say
anything nore specific to this point? W certainly could
work with you offline nore specifically.

SHARI : W use what ever we can get our hands on.

MS. CLOVER- ADAMS: | guess |I'masking would it be
useful if, for exanple, the M dwest secretaries got together
and said, we can pick the six states that grow the npst
wheat, and we're going to nake sure that you have crop
profile data fromthose states?

I mean, if we can get together and provide you with
data on, say, 80 percent of the production, is that -- if we
get together and then make our choices based on you being

able to aggregate and feel |ike you have a nati onal
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1 perspective on wheat, or corn, or beans, or those kind -- is
2 t hat useful, | guess, |'m asking?
3 MS. MULKEY: | would encourage you, if you
4 contenpl ate sonething like that, which is wel conmed
5 conceptually -- very welcome -- | would encourage you that
6 you work with the technical experts at USDA and at EPA t hat
7 woul d hel p assure that if you did enmbark upon it, you would
F 8 maxi m ze its useful ness to us.
z 9 And we may al so identify some other possible users
m 10 that you would be interested in knowi ng about before you
§ 11 proceed.
U 12 MR. EHRMANN: It seems that there are several
o. 13 pi eces of this in just this -- in this first presentation and
n 14 di scussion that m ght be useful to think about.
LLl 15 I mean, first, we've got the process of what
> 16 information goes into and is conpiled in these crop profiles
- 17 and this kind of information. And | think that gets to what
E 18 Jam e was just -- and several others have suggested in terns
m 19 of the nature of those inputs -- who is being talked to, how
q 20 does that work, who gets contacted?
¢ 21 And, obviously, all of you represent folks from
n_ 22 vari ous perspectives who could have very valuable inputs to
L
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1 t hat .

2 So, the kind of generic suggestion that -- specific

3 in her case but to make that nore generic, assistance that

4 could be provided fromall the various perspectives around

5 the table to help get information to the Agency sounds |ike

6 it would be very wel cone after a dial ogue about what form

7 that i nformation needs to be in, et cetera.
F 8 Second, is what formis that information presented
z 9 in once it is assenbled? And you've had, | think, a pretty
m 10 detailed review of what is currently in the crop profiles.
§ 11 It sounds |ike USDA and the Agency are very open to your
U 12 t hought s about ot her ways of presenting this information,
o. 13 ot her issues that ought to be present. W' ve had a couple
n 14 suggesti ons about that when these coments are nmade.
LLl 15 Then there is the issue of how does this
> 16 information get dissem nated? Who is it that has access to
= 17 it? Who knows about how to access it? How does the Internet
E 18 web- based approaches work? Are there other ways to do that?
m 19 And the issues around how often it's updated and,
q 20 kind of, what is the robustness of the information as it goes
¢ 21 t hrough time?
n_ 22 And then there is a fourth piece, it seenms to ne,
L
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that is also -- howis this information perceived, which is,
obvi ously, a conmbination of the first three.

But one of the things that, you know, as sonebody

who has been sitting up here facilitating di scussions on

t hese issues for over 10 years -- | won't say exactly how
much over it -- the notion of how the pieces of this fit
together -- who tal ks to who about what, how are -- Jean-Mari

had sone excellent insights earlier about how the word,
transition, is being perceived by different comunities.

One of the toughest things | think that the Agency
and the Departnment grapples still with is howto get this
information out, howis it perceived, does it help people
make deci sions, does it scare people unintentionally? Howis
it packaged, who delivers those nessages, what is the tim ng
of that?

| think those are all issues that, regardl ess of
where you are in terns of how quickly or slowly you think
transition should proceed, that this committee can really
provi de sonme very hel pful advice to the Departnment and the
Agency about.

Because you're the ones who interact with your

constituents, who are the fol ks who are going to react one
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way or the other to information.

So, all those pieces of this -- what information is
collected, howis it packaged, how is it organized, how often
is it updated, who dissem nates it, and howis it perceived
when it's dissen nated, and how can that be done in a way
that is useful to the users -- | think are all issues that
your input is going to be extrenely hel pful on to the
Departnent and the Agency.

And we'll hear nore about other pieces of that,
obvi ously, as we go forward. | know that we're -- we've just
been back in our seats for an hour, but based on the flow of
the presentations that are upcomng, | think it would work
the best to go ahead and take our lunch break at this point.

I would ask you to be back in an hour, rather than
an hour-and-15 as is indicated on the agenda, so we can get
started again at 1:00; and we'll pick up with other aspects
from USDA. Thanks.

(Wher eupon, a lunch recess
was taken.)

(END OF TAPE)
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1
2
3
4
5
6
7
— 8
<
m 10
§ 11
U 12
o 13
(] 14
m 15
- 16
- 17
E 18 AFTERNOON SESSI ON
E 19 (1:00 p.m)
q 20 MR. EHRMANN: Okay, folks, we would like to get
ﬂ 21 started so we don't take you too long into a Friday
n_ 22 afternoon. Let nme again rem nd fol ks here fromthe public --
Ll
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public observers, if you wish to make public comrent, please
sign up outside so we can fit you in.

Also, let ne just -- in terns of our tinmelines for
t he afternoon, we have a -- the schedule originally called
for a break at 2:30. M. Rom nger has to | eave the session
at 3:30, so what | would like to do is go until 3:30 before
we take the afternoon break so we don't -- so we can take
full advantage of him being here to be in the neeting and not
spending time on a break while he is still able to be with
us.

So, we'll go until 3:30, and then we'll take our
15-m nute afternoon break, even though that may nean we've
got a little nore tinme before the break than after. | think
that's the nost efficient way to proceed, given his need to
depart for travel.

What we're going to do next is continue with the
USDA presentation and di scussion on their transition
activities and pest managenent strategy planning activities.

Then we'll nmove to coments from EPA on that sane topic area.

Then we'll nmove to the public participation process

for OPs, which will be presented and then discussed with EPA
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1 staff, primarily, but, obviously, also, the Departnent.
2 And then we will tal k about ideas about proceeding,
3 next steps, et cetera, for the conmmttee in ternms of topics
4 schedul e, and | know the folks up here will have sone ideas
5 that they will want to suggest to you at that point based on
6 what we' ve al ready heard, and what we'll hear in the rest of
7 the afternoon. And then we'll have public coment and
F 8 cl osing coments.
z 9 We' Il see how the day goes in ternms of that 5:00
m 10 ending time. M guess is we nmight be able to end a little
§ 11 bit early, but | don't want to truncate the two to three
U 12 di scussions that we're about ready to have.
o. 13 So, let's see how that goes. By the tinme we take
n 14 t he afternoon break, we'll certainly have a better sense of
LLl 15 our closing time. And with that, et me turn it back to Al
> 16 and his coll eagues for coments.
- 17 MR. JENNI NGS: Okay, | would just point out the
E 18 al nronds are courtesy of Chris Hi nes (phonetic) and the Al nond
m 19 Board. Not to nmention the strategic plan fromthe Al nond
q 20 Boar d.
¢ 21 Okay, I'mgoing to ask Therese to introduce Wl ford
n_ 22 and the rest of the afternoon here for us.
L
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MS. MURTAGH: ©Oh, well, | think npost of you know
WIlford Burr. W were fortunate to have both the M chi gan
carrot and the California alnmnd -- | guess it's redundant --
just the alnond plans completed this week. And while you
were at lunch, | put copies at each person's place, in
addition to Chris' al nonds.

WIlford would like to talk to you today about the
M chigan carrot one. WIford was part of that neeting, along
with many ot her people who are listed in the book.

Now, when we sent the book down to our print shop
to get reproduced, | think that they have been dealing in
bi ot echnol ogy too nuch at the Departnment because these
carrots do | ook bioengi neered; however, they are not.

UNI DENTI FI ED MALE: But they're very suitable for
Chri st mas.

MS. MURTAGH: They're Christmas carrots. So, |et
me introduce WIlford Burr.

MR. BURR: Thank you, Therese. To add a little
| i ghtness before we get started --

MR. EHRMANN: W Il ford, just pull the mke a little
bit closer, thank you.

MR. BURR: Is that close enough?
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1 MR. EHRMANN: That shoul d be good.
2 MR. BURR: To add a little lightness, and just in
3 case there were sone di anond experts here or sone jewelry
4 peopl e here, | do have some rough cut dianonds, and you're
5 all welconme to take one as a souvenir of this.
6 The man that sold themto me on the streets said
7 that they were a one-carat dianond, but because they are
F 8 rough cut, we had to add a safety factor, so they're really
z 9 only a tenth of a carrot. But you're still welconme to take
m 10 as many as you would Iike.
§ 11 UNI DENTI FI ED FEMALE: Hunor .
U 12 UNI DENTI FI ED MALE: USDA hunor.
o. 13 MR. BURR: In addition -- well, there was vandalism
n 14 in the neighborhood | ast night, so in addition to that, |
LLl 15 al so brought carrots to go along with the carrot pest
> 16 managenent strategi c plan.
- 17 UNI DENTI FI ED MALE: For the CARAT?
E 18 MR. BURR: For the CARAT. And this was
m 19 intentional. And to take everybody's tastes into
q 20 consideration, there is a bag of organic and a bag of
¢ 21 regular. The organic was 20 cents nore than the regular, so
n_ 22 pass these around, and these can --
L
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1 UNI DENTI FI ED FEMALE: Are they Grumwnvay (phonetic)

2 carrots?

3 UNI DENTI FI ED MALE: These are California carrots.

4 | want to point that out.

5 UNI DENTI FI ED FEMALE: Are they Grumwnay carrots?

6 That's right, | don't want any if they' re not California

7 carrots.
F 8 MR. BURR: M chigan is not ready to pull their
z 9 carrots out of the ground yet, but, so, we had to -- but
m 10 they're here, and you can share them-- and to the carrot
§ 11 i ndustry.
U 12 Getting down to business, | mean this sincerely
o. 13 when | say | have had the pleasure to work on and to
n 14 facilitate probably over a dozen of these pest nmnagenent
LLl 15 strategi c plans now across the country.
> 16 And each neeting is different. | gave up trying to
- 17 have a set format, and | just, kind of, go with the flow when
E 18 we go to these neetings because the people that are at them
m 19 set the tone for the neetings.
q 20 They have evolved. Many of you were at the TRAC
¢ 21 neeting last fall where we introduced the Sout heast apple,
n_ 22 and at that point, it was called transition plan.
L
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1 And if | accidentally say, transition, | apol ogize.
2 It's just kind of a habit, but when | say transition, think
3 PMSP pl ans and stuff.
4 But they have involved -- the one on the apples in
5 t he Sout heast was just on insects. It strictly dealt with
6 current things that were going on. It didn't deal with
7 priorities for research, priorities for regulatory actions,
F 8 and priorities for education and training.
z 9 Since then, many of the neetings have al so covered
m 10 di seases, insects, weeds, and nematodes. So, we're trying to
§ 11 get the whol e spectrum of pests involved in these pest
U 12 managenent pl ans.
o. 13 Just think how hard it would have been to say --
n 14 instead of carrot, to have to say, cara -- pm-- sp, if it
LLl 15 was CARAPMSP, it would have been much nore difficult,
> 16 SO0, anyway --
- 17 UNI DENTI FI ED MALE: Where are you going with this,
E 18 W ford?
m 19 MR. BURR: |I'mnot sure. Stick with me here.
q 20 Dealing with the individual commodities, Mchigan has really
¢ 21 stepped forward, along with California and North Carolina, to
n_ 22 really set a tone for these neetings.
L
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And | wish that Mary Hausback (phonetic) from
M chigan State and Lenae Jess (phonetic) could be here today
because they were instrunental in setting up the carrot one
in M chigan.

The workshop was held on March 1 and 2. Most
neeti ngs had been taking a day to day-and-a-half to conplete
everything that needs to be done.

And as you can see, the report has been released in
time for this neeting. And | have intentions of getting it
on our website, and you saw the blue box that said, pest
managenent strategi c pl ans.

| hope to get the carrots, the al nonds, California
peaches -- and there is one other one that | can't think of
right now -- up on the website; hopefully, by the end of next
week.

So, they will be there, people can | ook at them and
provi de comments. Also, that there will be a checklist for
peopl e who want to put on a pest nmnagenent strategic plan
nmeeting. And it will be, here's the things that we see you
need to do, who you need to invite, the preparation for that
nmeeting. And it will be just called, kind of |ike, the pest

managenent strategic plan checklist. So, that will also be

For The Record, |Inc.
Wal dorf, Maryl and
(301) 870- 8025



-
<
L
=
-
O
o
(@
L
>
—
- -
o
o
<
<
o
L
2
=

© 00 N oo o b~ wWw N

N NN R R R R R R R R R R
N B O © 0 N O O N W N kB O

395
on the website soon.

The neetings tend to be very technical. | think
sone of the growers and sonme of the researchers that attended
t hese nmeetings were surprised at how technical the neetings
turned out to be.

The people that were invited, first off, were the
growers. In Mchigan, that included representatives fromthe
fresh market -- carrots and the processing carrot producers.

It also had to reflect regional differences because
in Mchigan they have nineral or sandy soils where carrots
are produced, and they all have muck soils. And the pest
managenent techni ques used on those systens are consi derably
different at tines.

So, the growers were there representing those.

M chi gan Farm Bureau was involved right fromthe start and
had sone very good ideas and thoughts that they told Mary and
Lenae. They were included in the planning.

M chigan State University -- we had entonol ogi sts,
pl ant pat hol ogi sts, weed scientists, nenmatol ogi sts. W had
people fromthe M chigan Carrot Conm ssion. W had crop
consul tants.

We had Margaret Jones (phonetic), who is the
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regional FQPA Ag Initiative part-tinme person for EPA out of
t he Chicago office, and her presence there was excellent.
She coul d answer sone of the questions that the growers had
about the regul atory process and what was going on. It also
provi ded her a huge opportunity to | earn about carrot
production and all of the intricacies involved in there.

So, Margaret played a very inportant role at that
nmeeting. And we've tried to include sonebody from either the
region or the national EPA at every neeting that we've hel d.
Soneti nes we get sonmebody, sonetines we don't.

I n advance of the neeting, there is a trenmendous
anmount of organi zation that needs to be done. You have to
deci de where to hold it. The M chigan carrot people had a
problem at the |last m nute, and they had to nove it. One of
t he processors was going to host the neeting, and there was
sone discontent with that. So, at the last m nute, they had
to change to the Kell ogg Center in M chigan, and that created
sone problenms, but it went off very snoothly.

Not only do you have to decide where to hold it,
you have to decide when to hold it, and the timng on this is
critical. And timng for the -- particularly for the growers

and the processors is -- you have to set the schedul e around
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them |If you can't have them at the table, there is not nuch
poi nt in having the nmeeting.

Luckily, all of the ones that we have done --

i ncluding Mchigan carrots -- there were crop profiles
avai l abl e for, which provided background information. And
Mary Hausback and Lenae Jess were able to take the
information fromthe crop profile and wite a draft version
of the PMSP pl an.

So that when we got to the nmeeting, it was sinply a
matter of projecting the plan on the screen, having everybody
| ook at it, add comments, take things out. And when we were
done, we basically had the docunment finished except for fine
t uni ng.

The nost boring part of the meetings, and the
t edi ous, and the things that we do first are the efficacy
tables. And for those of you who aren't aware of what
efficacy tables are, it's a table across the top, we |ist
pest - by- pest the pests that occur on that compdity.

And down the left-hand side of the table, we |ist
all of the pest managenment techni ques that are used to
control that pest. W start off with identifying the OPs,

t he carbamates, the synthetic pyrethroids. W go into
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cultural techniques. W talk about pheronone traps, sticky
traps -- just about anything that has been tried to control
t hese pests.

And the group, as a whole, sits down and rates
t hese techni ques agai nst each pest. It takes a long tine.
This probably takes up the bulk of the first day of the
neeting, and it's extrenely difficult sonetines to get
consensus, but the growers have the final word.

I f sonebody has said, well, you can use Mal at hi on
to control this pest on carrots, and the growers had tried
it, and it had failed nmiserably, they were nore than willing
to stand up and say that does not work for us here.

So, it was very much a give-and-take process on the
efficacy tables, and | think we ended up with a very
i nformative support docunment for the PMSP pl an.

After going through the individual pest control
nmeasures, we nove on to the future possibilities. This used
to be called pipeline, and we don't use the word, pipeline,
anynore. Pipeline, to sone people's m nd, denotes sonething
com ng in and something com ng out, and that's not
necessarily the case.

So, we have changed it to either non-registered
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products, or products under devel opnent, or sonething |like
that to take the pipeline word away fromthings. So, we got
a Pwrd and a T word that we can't refer to.

Anyway, the information for this conmes nostly from
| R-4. Not only the projects that they have going on at the
noment, but in conversations that they have had with
regi strants about what the registrant is |ooking at for
future activity. So, it's one step beyond just what | R-4 has
on the ground as ongoing projects right now.

The |l ast thing we do when we're going through this
pest - by- pest exercise is that we identify research,
regul atory, and education needs for each pest. This is where
the researchers play an inportant role. 1It's where the crop
consultants play an inportant role because they know what is
needed. And the farmers also play an inportant role to
identify what they think is needed.

Sonetinmes there is a big difference between what
the farmer thinks is needed and what a researcher thinks is
needed. But particularly in the case of carrots, the two
groups were very, very close in what they thought was needed
for future research, regulation, and education. So, that was

ki nd of a pleasant surprise at the carrot neeting.
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After we get through all this, we usually go out
because it's | ate afternoon, and we have |unch sonmewhere.
And we have a couple beers, or in the case of the California
wi ne grapes, they made sure we drank w ne. And
that's a bonding process that seens to be as equally
i nportant in the production of pest managenment strategic
pl ans because you get to tal k peopl e about things other than
just a pest-by-pest thing, and you get to discuss the
production of the thing, how it relates. You get to talk
about export-inport stuff. All these different issues that
you nmay not get to during the course of the neeting.

So, it's very inportant to have this social hour

after the nmeeting, and I1'll leave it like that.

The final step -- and that usually takes anywhere
fromone to four hours -- is to sit down and put i ndividual
di sciplines aside and try to conme up with an overall |ist of

priorities for the industry.

In this case, the carrot industry did that, and you

can see that -- | think it's on Page 3 and 4 of the docunent.
It's real easy to have an entonol ogi st -- and me being an
entomol ogist, | would like to see all research dollars go

towards i nsects.
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The pl ant pathol ogi sts kind of feel the sane way
about their diseases. And who knows why, but weed people
woul d kind of like to see everything going towards weed
control and nmanagenent.

But during this final step of the nmeeting,
everybody puts their disciplines aside. And the first people
that | ask, what are your priorities, are the growers.

And | couch it in terms, well, if | had $5 mllion
to wite you out a check right now, what would you like to
see done? And they are very frank and honest, and they talk
about the things that are needed.

Then the researchers, the processors, the PSAs, and
everybody el se involved, kind of, joins it, and it, Kkind of,
bui |l ds upon that original list. And what you see on Pages 3
and 4 is what we ended up with in the carrot pest nanagenent
pl an.

Lessons learned -- it's very inportant to have
t hese docunents reflect the growers' opinions. |It's
i nportant to have the growers' support, and the growers
having a feeling that they actually had a part in the
process.

And | have received hundreds of conplinments for
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1 USDA for running the neetings this way -- to include the
2 growers, and to listen to the growers, and to actually wite
3 down what they say so that when they see this docunment, they
4 can say, this is what | said.
5 And that seens to be critical, and I think it's a
6 critical step to make this whol e process successful at all.
7 Anot her take-hone nessage -- it's not easy. |It's
F 8 extrenely technical, it's conplicated. It doesn't nmatter
z 9 whet her it's an orchard crop, or a carrot crop, or whatever -
m 10 - it's a conplicated process to produce a crop.
§ 11 What |'mlearning is that you can't change one
U 12 portion of the system wi thout having an effect on another
o. 13 part of the system
n 14 And all of this needs to be taken into
LLl 15 consi deration when you're |ooking at a pest managenent pl an.
> 16 You can't just pull sonmething away w t hout havi ng sonet hi ng
- 17 put in its place -- be it chem cal, non-chem cal, cultural.
E 18 Sonet hing has to be there. It has to be cost effective, and
m 19 it has to be something that the growers are willing to use.
q 20 Educati onal process is very inmportant. |In every
¢ 21 nmeeting that |'ve had, the educational aspects of new
n_ 22 t echnol ogi es that beconmes avail able. Teaching growers, PCAs,
L
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crop consultants -- everybody -- what to expect, how to use
new tools. It's a critical part of the whol e process.
And last, it is a living docunent. Qbviously, if

you have a gl assy wi ng sharpshooter priority this year, and
next year sonebody conmes up with some way of controlling it
and taking care of the problemand elimnating Pierce's

Di sease, that priority wll

drop off the list, and that will |eave space for

anot her one.

So, they are living docunents. |'mnot certain yet
of the process for updating. It is a new process. W
started this just under a year ago, and we're still | earning.

It is evolving, and | guess | would say take the carrot one
home, take the alnond one home, look at it. Send ne
comments, send ny office comments. | amwlling to -- |I'm
shooting in the dark on this.

The first one was play-it-by-ear, and | did, and it

has kind of been going that way ever since. And it has

evol ved, and it's good, | think.
So, any questions now? W as an office will be
glad -- or our departnment will be glad to entertain those.

| f you have comments, you can send themto ne, or you can
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send themto the people that actually wote the docunent, and
they will get themto ne.

MR. EHRMANN: Comments, questions? Mark.

MR. WHALON: Just one comment. |'ve discerned from
WIlford' s presentation what the problemis with TRAC and
CARAT. We don't have any California wi ne, and we don't
soci alize afterwards.

MR. BURR: |I'mwaiting for hops. | would love to
do a hop one in Washi ngton, but they haven't seen the need
yet.

MR. EHRMANN: Ot her comments? Ot her comments on
t hat piece? Okay, Al.

MR. JENNINGS: | guess we're ready to nove on to
t he next phase of this. Do you want to show the slide of
what is in -- been working? Just the crops we've been
wor ki ng on. Everything except the two WIlford just tal ked
about are in process. Do you want ne to use a m ke, or can
you hear ne?

MR. EHRMANN: Yes, stick to your --

MR. JENNINGS: Sorry, it's just this is the |list of
done and al nost done strategi es.

UNI DENTI FI ED FEMALE: O al npst started.
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MR. JENNINGS: Oh, this one is al nost started,
okay.

MR. EHRMANN: What is your guess about when those
on the screen would be done -- | mean, in round nonths?

MR. JENNINGS: WIlford, what's --

MR. BURR: Ten years, whatever. The ones that are
now in the draft stage -- it's the review process that seens
to take the |l ongest and to get everybody's buy-in, and back-
and-forth, and incorporate the comments takes the nobst tine.

| would say for the nobst part, half of themthat
we' ve got done can be on the Web probably by October.

MR. EHRMANN:  Ckay.

UNI DENTI FI ED FEMALE: And, certainly, some are nuch
nore difficult than others. Were you have a | ot of regional
differences and a | ot of pests. You know, a |ot of different
needs, it could take a | ot |onger.

MR. BURR: The small fruit ones represent grapes,
bl ueberries, and branbles in the Southeast. And | think it
was Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, Louisiana, and
maybe Al abama that was involved in those neetings. So, that
will take even |onger to review and get comments back on, but

t he neeting has been held.
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MR. EHRMANN: Gabrielle, do you have a question or
conment ?

MS. LUDWG  Yeah. As someone who works with
California crops, when you say carrots or asparagus, you're
tal ki ng about certain regions, right?

MR. JENNI NGS: Yes.

MS. LUDWG | nean, | would just like that to be
clear that what works in M chigan or what are the concerns in
M chigan are not the sanme. |'mjust clarifying that point.

MR. BURR: A very inportant point, yes. Each one
of those represents a specific state. O, if like in the
smal | fruits and the sweet potatoes, and possibly cranberries
will represent a region

MR. EHRMANN: Okay. Al or Therese, whoever.

MS. MURTAGH: Well, WIlford, if you would pass the
m crophone to Larry Elworth, we would like Larry to share
with you what he and his Center for Agricultural Partnerships
has been wor ki ng on.

| believe it was a nunber of nmonths ago, Larry,

t hat you began working with our office to do a pilot project
on pest nmanagenent strategic plans.

MR. ELWORTH: Thanks, Therese. Let me just also
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clarify the -- one of the reasons that was suggested at a
nmeeting on Wednesday for the change from PMS plans to -- from
transition. And soneone who had had a coupl e of children,
expl ained the difference in childbirth between transition,
where you're utterly out of control, and PMS, where you are
in control

That was pointed out as the reason for changi ng
this. | think there are some people in agriculture that
resonates for. | also want to know, can | get my parking
val i dat ed, John?

MR. EHRMANN: Absol utely.

MR. ELWORTH: Thank you, okay. |I'mnot a nenber of
this coomttee, you know.

UNI DENTI FI ED FEMALE: Careful, Larry.

MR. ELWORTH: Qur job at the Center is to augnment
and support the work that USDA has al ready established
t hrough a pilot project, primarily working with major -- with
| arge area crops -- tree fruit, primarily appl es, pears.
We're trying to work with the eastern peach industry and the
citrus industry.

Qur job really has three parts to it. One is to

work with these groups in devel oping plans primarily with
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t hose groups, and our responsibilities are both to help
facilitate the neetings and work with the grower groups and
the other parts of the industry.

But also to coordinate the work that's being done
by individual groups so that as this process noves forward,
each of the groups that are working on this has the benefit
of what is happening within other commodity groups.

It has been especially helpful in tree fruit where
t he appl e and pear industry have seen the work that they're
doi ng, been able to conpare notes and |learn from each other.

The other part that we're doing is docunmenting this
process. What we've been asked to do is to come up with a
tenpl ate for both the process and how to go about doing this,
but also a tenplate for these docunents.

This process, as WIlford knows, works better when
peopl e have a clear idea of how these plans are going to be
used, how to structure them and how to communi cate about
t hem

And, finally, we're going to prepare a report for
USDA on this entire process with some suggestions on what we
learn in working with grower groups as to the best way to

work in the future to expand this effort or maybe to work
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nore effectively -- both in updating these plans -- but al so
in providing other grower groups the opportunity to work on
t hem

I would say one thing that | think Wlford said is
absolutely inportant. This effort depends on the energy and
foresight of the commodity groups in the industry. Wthout
t hat, USDA, our Center, nobody could nake this happen.

Since we're working with |arger groups, our job is
as conplicated as Wlford's, but maybe nore so. W're
working with |Iarger groups that have nultiple states,
mul tiple re-growing regions within the states.

So, in many cases, sonme of the crops we're working
with, the crop is grown in 35 different states, all the way
from high desert to the hum d Sout heast.

So, there is enornous differences in the pest
problens in those areas, differences in the pesticides that
are used, and differences in the sorts of problenms that the
growers face.

In addition, we're working in many cases with
mul tiple varieties, multiple markets, and keeping the
differences in the way people market their fruits in mnd is

especially inportant.
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The way that growers -- processing growers raise
their crops is markedly different fromthe way that growers
manage pests for fresh market, much |less for people that are
growing for direct markets. And all of that needs to be kept
in mnd.

Typically with the crops that we're working wth,
there are a | arge nunber of players. Not only nultiple
pl ayers within the industry in terns of handl ers, processors,
crop consultants, there is enornmous variation across the
country. In some places, the |land grant university is
critically inportant. Another place, ARS is the prinmary
source for research

In sone cases we're dealing with well-organized
i ndustries. |In sone cases, |ike the eastern peach industry -
- although its geographic scope is fairly large, there is not
a strong organi zing group for that.

In addition, because of the variation within these
crops, we're dealing with multiple external issues. W're
dealing with pricing that varies across the country for fresh
and processed product. W' re dealing with crop and weat her
di sasters.

In the tree fruit industry, there have been
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1 regional disasters already this season that have caused
2 people to lose their entire crops.
3 We're | ooking at introduced pest problens that
4 exi st in some parts of the country, don't exist in others.
5 We're | ooking at trade problenms. As Sarah pointed out
6 earlier, we're |looking at other regulations. California is
7 | ooking at a nultiple set of regulations that have an i npact
F 8 on pest managenent.
z 9 And we're also dealing with rmultiple organizations
LLt 10 wi thin each of these industries. There are a |ot of
§ 11 di fferent organi zations that need to be invol ved.
U 12 So, it's inportant for us in trying to extend the
o. 13 work that USDA started to keep all of these variables in
n 14 mnd. W really have to keep themin mnd fromthe
LLl 15 beginning. |If you start a process that doesn't keep in m nd
> 16 the conplexity here, you | eave sonet hi ng behind and nmake a
- 17 bi g mess, which, so far, we haven't made a big ness.
E 18 Let me just offer real quickly sone of our
m 19 observati ons about the process so far in our work. One is
q 20 that the size of these industries, the scope of the pest
¢ 21 probl ens have really created a conplex -- but also very tinme-
n_ 22 consum ng process.
L
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Secondly, that due to the tine it takes, you need
nore than one nmeeting. | think in cases where Wl ford has
been able to wap this up, go fromthe analysis to com ng up
with some consensus on the problens, that's the npst
effective way to do it. But getting a |arge group of people
together is not a sinple thing to do given the conplexity of
t he task.

Third, it's absolutely essential, to ny mnd, that
there be a person or persons in an organization that shepherd
this process through from beginning to end, partly because it
takes a | ot of follow up.

If you let a bunch of researchers | eave the room or
growers | eave the room they're going to have a lot nore to
do when they're out of the nmeeting. And keeping themin the
| oop, giving thema chance to really substantively follow up
and review docunments is real inportant.

In addition, it's critical that every key group and
key perspective be represented for both positive and negative
reasons. |If you don't represent what is happening in the
i ndustry, all of the marketing sectors, all of the grow ng
regions, you run the jeopardy of really |leaving a key part of

the industry unrepresented in these plans.
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In addition, if there are sone key peopl e that

aren't involved fromthe beginning, they can really --

because of their dissatisfaction -- really make it difficult
to continue the process. |It's real hard to bring people in
after the fact. It's inportant to have themthere fromthe
begi nni ng.

Timing is really inmportant on this. As we
suggested, we've been working for a few nonths. As nost of
you from Ag know, you've got a limted wi ndow when you can
get everybody in a roomfor any period of time -- for a day
or two.

That wi ndow is conplicated by grower neetings and
i ndustry neetings, but you really have a four or five-nonth

wi ndow i n which you can do it.

Some of the efforts that we started -- because we
didn't start until after the first of the year -- really are
still needing additional review from people who are in the

field, who are running their operations, harvesting crops
now. And whatever we do in this in the future really needs
to consider that timng fromthe begi nning.

In addition, | think one thing that Wl ford

nmenti oned, these crop profiles are incredibly val uable.

For The Record, |Inc.
Wal dorf, Maryl and
(301) 870- 8025



414

1 Havi ng that anal ysis beforehand really gives the people in
2 the industry a | ot of the base information that's absolutely
3 i nportant to doing this.
4 And, finally, is -- well, let me just say one other
5 t hi ng about the crop profiles. John and | were talking
6 during the break after lunch. Wen there were neetings back
7 with the keystone dial ogue way back on food safety, one of
F 8 the things that people identified back then was the need for
z 9 good i nformation, and good information that was rel evant,
m 10 timely, and conprehensive. And these crop profiles
§ 11 get us a lot closer to that, and it's really a quantum | eap
U 12 forward, and | think makes the work that goes on in these
o. 13 pl anni ng sessions really, really a | ot easier.
n 14 Finally, as many people have said, these have to be
LLl 15 living docunents. We've got pests coming in, pests going
> 16 out. We have resistance showi ng up. W have phytol-sanitary
- 17 concerns showi ng up for people exporting their crops. And we
E 18 have pesticides that are com ng on the market, and pesticides
m 19 that are being restricted in this process.
q 20 So, it's really inportant that there be a process
¢ 21 in this to make sure that we can update these plans.
n_ 22 Finally, 1'll leave you with an observation on our
L
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1 experience so far. The drafting of these plans is inportant,
2 not just for the information that comes out of it, but also
3 for the process of strategic thinking that these plans give
4 growers a chance to do.
5 I mean, growers are dealing with a |lot of problens
6 ri ght now, not just FQPA. And they've got sone
7 opportunities. |If they can identify them they can nove on.
F 8 But for industries to nove with the kind of pressure that we
z 9 have with sone of the short time franes we have to nake
m 10 changes, this kind of strategic thinking is really inportant.
§ 11 When ot her groups have had a chance to really think
U 12 t hrough the problens, think through their current situation,
o. 13 identify their key problems and needs, and also to deternine
n 14 their priorities -- that thinking by itself is worth the
LLl 15 price of adm ssion.
> 16 In addition to doing what | hope it will do in the
- 17 | arger context of what USDA has started is setting a real
E 18 foundation for the work that USDA, the grower groups, and the
m 19 rest of the industry has to do in dealing with FQPA and
q 20 everything else that's goi ng on.
¢ 21 We're glad to play a small part in this and provide
n_ 22 anot her piece of the puzzle. And, | guess, turn it back over
L
m Fovr\al'l;jhefRec'\?ar d,I Indc.
- ( 38r1) 870- 8025




-
<
L
=
-
O
o
(@
L
>
—
- -
o
o
<
<
o
L
2
=

© 00 N oo o b~ wWw N

N NN R R R R R R R R R R
N B O © 0 N O O N W N kB O

416
to Al and Therese.

MR. JENNINGS: | guess just questions and comments
at this point.

MR. EHRMANN: Jack.

MR. LAURIE: |'ve just got a comment. The things
we tal ked about this norning about perception of the grower
community as to what this whole process is about.

| want to conplinent USDA on these -- this kind of
a docunent. Now, the strategic plan and the crop profiles
are the kind of effort that growers devel op confidence in,
and | think that's what we've got to do to bring that grower
conmmunity to the table.

So, you know, you did a heck of a good job in
putting this together. This helps, sort of, deal with sonme
of the fears that we tal ked about this norning.

You know, sonebody nentioned the politics and the
way the growers feel that this whole process is politically
driven. And over the lunch hour, | dug out the announcenent
on Dursban that was made a coupl e weeks ago, and this is what
scares growers.

When t he announcenment by an adm ni strator points

out that it's the admnistration that's announcing this to
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1 i nprove safety for all Anericans fromthe health risks posed
2 by pesticides, well, we don't talk about the benefits. And
3 that's really what we' re supposed to be tal king about.
4 And then we go on several times in this
5 announcenent to tal k about the admi nistration's involvenent.
6 Not anythi ng about the industry's involvenment in supporting,
7 and making efforts, and investing noney to do this kind of
F 8 wor K.
z 9 You know, the whole process of reassessnment, |
m 10 think, has to be based on the integrity and these kinds of
§ 11 efforts. And that's where you will bring the grower
U 12 conmmunity to the table.
o. 13 You know, there was a question after the talk on
n 14 crop profiles this norning about -- to the Agency, how and do
LLl 15 you use these profiles? And the response was, well, yes,
> 16 t hey hel p support our assunptions.
- 17 Wel I, you know, | guess then the question is, what
E 18 if they don't support your assunptions? What then becones of
m 19 -- who wins in that discussion?
q 20 And then | would just close out with a concern in
¢ 21 t he Dursban announcenent, it's describing Dursban, and it
n_ 22 says it belongs to a famly of older riskier pesticides
L
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cal | ed organophosphates, some of which date back 50 years or
nore. The tinme has cone to review these for safety and to
elimnate themif they pose an unreasonabl e threat.

Well, that concerns me. |'mover 50, and | don't
want to be elim nated because | pose an unreasonabl e threat.
Some things that are old can still be useful.

MR. EHRMANN: Erik and then Jay.

UNI DENTI FI ED MALE: Anybody under 40 want to
respond?

UNI DENTI FI ED MALE: Because you can tell, everybody
who is over 50 was appl audi ng.

MR. OLSON: | guess | have some narrower conmnents.
| wanted to find out what USDA's view is as to what the goa
of these strategic plans are, our goals are.

And al so ask what issues you' re | ooking at because
| " ve just paged through these -- | hadn't seen them before --
but are you | ooking pretty nmuch -- it appears that you're
| ooki ng, sort of, chem cal -by-cheni cal, pest-by-pest for
t hese particular crops, rather than, sort of, taking a nore
pi cture look at it.

And maybe |'m m ssing sonething, but what do you

think the goal of this is? Are you |ooking specifically at
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1 any particular risk? Do you | ook at worker risks? Are those
2 consi dered when you're evaluating this? That's ny first
3 guestion, and | had a foll owup question.
4 MR. JENNINGS: Well, these are not really risk
5 assessnent docunments. The idea is, what are the mmjor pests
6 that are driving the pest managenent prograns that we're
7 seeing in the field -- in carrots, for exanple -- and what
F 8 are the critical needs? Where is that list of control
z 9 options relatively short? MWhere is it likely to break down
m 10 with the I oss of an OP or a carbamate -- the things that are
§ 11 on the agenda for review?
U 12 Does that answer your question? |It's not driven by
o. 13 any particular risk endpoint so much as what are the pests,
n 14 what are the tools, and where do we need to bol ster those
LLl 15 tools or fill in sone gaps in the tools?
> 16 MR. OLSON: Well, | guess part of the question is,
- 17 | guess, well, I'mlooking at the carrot one, for exanple. |
E 18 was pl eased to see that you had invited sone Gerber
m 19 (phonetic) growers and some fol ks that had noved away from
q 20 sone of the hard chem cals. |'m wondering, are organic
¢ 21 growers invited to these neetings?
n_ 22 MR. JENNI NGS: Generally, yes. WIford, can you
L
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speak to the invol venent?

MR. BURR: W have left it up to the individual
organi zer in the state as to who gets invited, and we have a
list of people that we suggest get invited.

Primarily, it's up to the person organizing it, but
we do ask for grower representation that represents the full
spectrum of growers in that state, be it organic to full non-
organi c, or whatever the opposite of organic is.

So, yes, the opportunity is there. Nobody is
excl uded because they do something a certain way.

MR. OLSON: But is there, like, affirmtive
outreach to growers that may not be active in the trade
association for the state or sonething?

MR. BURR: Well, it's hard to say for carrots
because there aren't that many carrot growers in M chigan.
So, the choices there were probably easier than they would be
for carrot growers in California. |1'mnot sure how to answer
t hat questi on.

MR. OLSON: \What about apples in the Southeast?

MR. BURR: Apples in the Southeast, we had --
again, that was the very first one -- we had only a couple

growers. One had been an organic apple grower, and he

For The Record, |Inc.
Wal dorf, Maryl and
(301) 870- 8025



-
<
L
=
-
O
o
(@
L
>
—
- -
o
o
<
<
o
L
2
=

© 00 N oo o b~ wWw N

N NN R R R R R R R R R R
N B O © 0 N O O N W N kB O

421
expl ai ned the problens that he had had as an organi c grower.

So, that was in the conversation; but, again, that
docunent was the first one, so it has evolved since then and
woul d probably include nmore of that stuff.

UNI DENTI FI ED MALE: | would like to coment a
little bit on that. May | respond?

MR. EHRMANN:  Sure.

UNI DENTI FI ED MALE: | wasn't at the carrot neeting,
but the tart cherry and upconi ng apple neetings and the
process that went into the M chigan portion of those.

In the tart cherry meeting, one of the pre-neetings
for that was what is called the think tank. That think tank
had 125 people at it representing a broad spectrum of people
in the industry, primarily alternative. People who are
interested in alternative production systens.

And they were represented when Wlford cane to the
state, and we put together the strategic plan for that tart
cherry docunment, which isn't conpleted yet. It's still in
the review process.

The apple one -- and by the way, Gerbers was there
and Todd DeKriger (phonetic) was there. And also the field

consul tants who handl e 95 percent of all of the Gerber
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acreage were there. So, it's a pretty broad thing.

In the case of carrots, | think that they had about
al nost 40 percent of the growers who grow carrots --

MR. BURR: Yeah, that's right.

UNI DENTI FI ED MALE: -- in the state were there.
don't know that there are any organic carrot growers in
M chi gan.

MR. BURR: | don't believe there are.

MR. EHRMANN:  Dave.

MR. WHI TACRE: Yeah, | guess the first question I'm
not sure was answered, which was what do you view as the
primary goal of this? Is it to, sort of, take a | ook at the
whol e system or is it to do, sort of, a pest-by-pest,
chem cal - by-chem cal eval uation?

MR. BURR: Qur thoughts on a production system for
any given commodity is that it's driven pest-by-pest, so
that's the approach that we take.

How do we see these being used? In many ways, the
sane way the crop profiles are used. W see that the
identification of research needs to be a big aid to USDA to,
ki nd of, direct future funding.

We see the research -- and maybe sone of the
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information in it -- as information that registrants can use
to identify niche markets that nmay not have known exi sted.

We woul d hope that EPA would | ook at the regul atory
priority list; and if any of those products -- should they be
chem cal products, | should say -- if they' re at EPA, that
maybe there could be sone kind of priority to get them
regi stered.

For researchers, if there is pheronone work, or
trap work, or something like that identified as research
needs, that people would take up on that and apply for grants
and get nore into the research areas that are dictated by
these transition plans -- PMSP plans, sorry.

MR. EHRMANN: Jam e.

(END OF TAPE)

MS. CLOVER- ADAMS: -- she says that her al nond
strategy already is being put to work in the state. They are
using it to drive their own research programs and, also, |
believe that they qualified for an alliance grant in the
State of California before the document was conpl eted. But
because of the thinking that went into it, they were able to
apply it and qualify for an alliance grant.

So, we see that there are multiple uses for them
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These are the first two. | know that our office will be
tal king both internally within USDA and outside of USDA to
pronmote the plans and, also, get feedback on them

If they're not presenting the type of information
t hat peopl e need, we would like to know how we can best do
t hat .

UNI DENTI FI ED MALE: And are NGGOs or farm worker
groups invited to these?

MR. EHRMANN: W I ford.

MR. BURR: What was the question?

MR. EHRMANN: Are NGOs or environnental groups,
wor ker groups invited to the workshops?

MR. BURR: | think they have been, yes.

UNI DENTI FI ED FEMALE: Yes. The w ne grape neeting,
t hat was --

MR. BURR: They all start running together. Some
have, some haven't. That's the best way | can put it.

MR. EHRMANN: Okay, Bob.

MR. ROSENBERG. John, can | nmake a point of
personal privilege?

MR. EHRMANN: Certainly.

MR. ROSENBERG. |'mangry. Erik said he just
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1 | eafed through this stuff, and sonethi ng happened here that
2 upsets ne an awful |lot and that -- | have an enornpus respect
3 for nost of the people | come in contact with at EPA.
4 And what happened here just now was Eri k was not
5 just leafing through stuff, he was handed a docunment by an
6 EPA enpl oyee that was annotated. And that's what he read
7 from and it has got me -- it upsets ne because |'ve seen
F 8 t hat happen before where EPA enpl oyees have | eaked stuff to
z 9 the nedia, |eaked stuff to environmental groups.
m 10 Al we've asked for in this process is a fair and a
§ 11 responsi bl e process; and if it produced an end result that
U 12 was unacceptable, that's fine.
o. 13 But when those kind of games go on, that's totally
n 14 unacceptable. And for you to expect us to have confidence in
LLl 15 t hat process when we see those kind of things going on is,
> 16 fromny point of view, totally unacceptabl e.
- 17 MR. OLSON: Can | respond to that?
E 18 MR. EHRMANN:  Yeah.
m 19 MR. OLSON: | was not reading froman EPA docunent.
q 20 | was reading frommy notes that | had witten down, so --
¢ 21 MR. EHRMANN: Bob, | think there are a nunber of
n_ 22 occasions that we've all -- everyone here has fromtine to
L
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time tal ked to people on the sidelines, had different
conversations, informed thenselves, talked to their
constituents about issues they ought to raise, talked to
peopl e from various constituents represented in the room
i ncludi ng the agencies, including congressional staff,

i ncl udi ng people fromthe public.

The people at the table are representing both their
direct interests and are free to get informati on and exchange
i deas with whoever they want.

| guess I'm-- you know, | want to follow up on
your concern, but | also want to be clear about what it is --

MR. ROSENBERG. John, | don't agree with that
point. It's okay, you know, to have process. But in the
course of a public neeting when an EPA enpl oyee, who is
responsi ble for ensuring that there is a fair public process,
annot ates a docunment, has tal king points, and hands it to a
menber, and says, | can't say this, but you say it, that's
wr ong.

And for that to be defended is, to ne,
unconsci onable, and it's indefensible, and I"'mtelling you I
think it's totally unacceptabl e.

MR. EHRMANN:  Well, maybe sonebody fromthe Agency
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wants to respond. But |'m not defending, |I'mjust trying to
understand what it was.

MS. MULKEY: | don't think we understand what --

anyt hing about this, so, we can look into it.

MR. ROSENBERG. Well, I'Il be glad to talk about it
| ater.
MR. EHRMANN:  Ckay.
MR. PITTS: | would like to just say sonething
about how we are approaching these plans. It's -- we've been

working at this a while, and really what we're trying to do
is mke it aware to the community at large that we're willing
to provide a service and trying to coordi nate these kind of

di scussi ons.

So, ultimately, it comes down to a grower group
maki ng the decision that they want to do this kind of work.
And for us, it doesn't matter if it's a conventional grower
that wants to come in and do it or an organic, for that
mat t er.

If a group wants to sit down with us and work
t hrough this process or do it on their own and have a
tenplate, that's the kind of service that we're willing to

provi de.
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1 And, hopefully, we'll reach a point in our
2 circumnmstances where we're able to cover every one of those
3 requests. At this point, we're having to turn a | ot of
4 peopl e down that would like to go through this process.
5 But, again, we feel like it's very inportant that -
6 - both WIlford and Larry enphasized is that it does need to
7 be grower driven, and it's going to be up to themto decide
F 8 who they want to have in those neetings.
z 9 MR. EHRMANN: Okay. | had you next on ny list,
m 10 Bill, but are you -- you put your card down?
§ 11 MR. LOVELADY: Are you talking about ne?
U 12 MR. EHRMANN: Yeah, you had your card up before.
o. 13 MR. LOVELADY: M question was answer ed.
n 14 MR. EHRMANN: Okay, great. | just didn't want to -
LLl 15 - Jean-Mari, you were next, | think.
> 16 MS. PELTIER: | wanted to respond in a coupl e of
- 17 ways to sonething that Erik raised. You know, | think a |ot
E 18 of us cane to this business about 20 years ago. Sone of us
m 19 aren't over 50, but we've been in it 20 years, Larry. And
q 20 " mnot tired today, okay?
¢ 21 Anyway, | think there was a -- | think, Erik, 20
n_ 22 years ago woul d have been legitimate in saying, asking every
L
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time if organic growers were included because let's all face
it, in the old days, guys would say, the person down the road
that's farm ng organically is hurting ny orchard, and
everything that he's not treating is ending up in my orchard,
and it's a problem

And there was that attitude, | think. But | think
t hat has changed a | ot as nore and nore people are noving,
and that's becom ng nore mai nstream

There are a |l ot of guys who are farm ng at various
poi nts along the spectrum of integrated pest nanagenent.

Some are using nore biological control than others, and |
think the lines have really blurred a | ot.

That's perception nunber one, but perception nunber
two that |I think we not -- shouldn't walk away from here with
is this idea that every organic grower really wants to share
all this information he has got, but it's the doggone
conventional farmers who don't want to |let them

Peopl e who have devel oped these techni ques, |ike
Tom Pavi ch and Steve Pavich, who used to be on this
conmttee, they have done that at their own expense; and
they're not real interested in sharing all the details of how

t hey have found that they can farmorganically or farmwth
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reduced i nputs.

So, | think there is this perception that
conventional guys don't want to talk to the organic guys, and
the organic guys are dying to share it all. That is really
not reality. That's the point, nunber one, to | think where
Eri k' s questions were going.

One other thing | would like to respond to that |
would like to see cone out of these PMS plans is the idea of
what are sonme of the overarching questions? Like we talked
earlier about to what extent are all of us who are putting
t oget her these PMS plans comng to the conclusion that we've
got a problemat the international |evel? That's sonething
that we need to be able to provide input to you as an agency
on.

To what extent are we finding that the fact that
the EUP process has really closed off, and the extent to
which that's stym eing our ability to | ook at alternative
control neasures? That's something that froma policy
st andpoint we would like to be able to bring to the agenci es.

So, on top of this being a useful tool for the
grower community, we would like to take a | ook at how t hese

t hi ngs together -- and those of us who are all working on
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these are able to see overarching i ssues that the agencies --
whet her it's USDA or USEPA -- can take a | ook at and address.

MR. EHRMANN: Jay, you were next. Go ahead.

MR. VROOM As | |ook at this bakers' dozen of crop
strategi ¢ managenent plans, it occurs to ne that what the
Departnment and the Agency have acconplished here in working
together and with | and grants probably presents us with sone
of the nost conplete, kind of, overview of |PM practice, kind
of, wal king that talk that we've got anywhere nationwi de in
t he way of databases.

And just -- | was trying to remenber -- | think it
was in the 1990 FarmBill that there was a required nmandate
of some percentage of the U S. acreage that needs to be | PM
by sonme date certain, and | can't remenber when, but maybe
Larry who is old enough and was around the Departnent earning
a paycheck at that time, can renmenber.

MR. ELWORTH: That wasn't the FarmBill, that was
an admnistration initiative in '93?

UNI DENTI FI ED MALE: Ni nety-three.

UNI DENTI FI ED FEMALE: Ni nety-four.

MR. ELWORTH: Ni nety-three.

UNI DENTI FI ED MALE: You wrote it.

For The Record, |Inc.
Wal dorf, Maryl and
(301) 870- 8025



-
<
L
=
-
O
o
(@
L
>
—
- -
o
o
<
<
o
L
2
=

© 00 N oo o b~ wWw N

N NN R R R R R R R R R R
N B O © 0 N O O N W N kB O

432

UNI DENTI FI ED MALE: It's 2000 and | --

MR, ELWORTH: 2000, |I'm sorry, 2000.

UNI DENTI FI ED MALE: It was 2000, this year, 75
percent was what | thought.

MR. PITTS: W've got Harold Krable (phonetic) here
if there is -- right now, we're doing -- we've got the NASS
survey that will be going on this year, and we'll be able to
eval uate where we are in that process.

| think one thing that we had -- and a handi cap
with | PM and whether it was being nmet or not was actually
having a departmental definition, which was one thing that --

UNI DENTI FI ED MALE: |I'msorry, Keith, having a
what ?

MR. PITTS: A definition within the Departnent
about what --

UNI DENTI FI ED MALE: Okay, well, there is a
definition -- either in the '"90 or the '96 FarmBill -- of
| PMs, so | think that's -- that would be one standard. But |
don't know i f anyone over at Congressional
t hi nks - -

MR. PITTS: Well, we also have a departnenta

definition |I'm happy to have Harol d expl ain.
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UNI DENTI FI ED MALE: Any guess as to, you know, are
we plus or mnus 50 percent in reach of that target using
sone - -

UNI DENTI FI ED MALE: Care to address that, Harol d?

MR. KRABLE: We'll be nmaking a report at the end of
this year when we get the NASS survey in and will be above 50
percent. In some critical crops, it will be above the 75
percent; and in others, we won't. And that's as far as |I'm
going to get.

UNI DENTI FI ED MALE: No, that's a reasonable
guesstimate and maybe this isn't all relevant entirely to
FQPA. But one of the things that |'ve, kind of, been
troubl ed about is that as an industry, | think for
registrants we've fought really hard to try to get reasonabl e
definitions about what |IPM neans in the Farm Bill and ot her
pl aces.

And yet, | think we probably cone up short in terns
of the registrant behavior, the followon in that regard.

And so, | don't know, Harold, if it's possible to add an
anal ysis of the NASS study or do sone other anecdotal | ook at
what is the contribution of the registrant community in

pursuing this inmportant goal of acconplishing nore thorough
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and regul ar | PM practice.

And |'m especially troubled when |I | ook at how nmuch
better | think agriculture does in that regard in places |ike
Eur ope where they have gone beyond | PM

And | regularly amreprimanded by ny European
col | eagues because they approach it with an integrated crop
managenent approach, which assumes |PM at the baseline but
goes a lot farther in ternms of a nore conprehensive
envi ronnental, kind of, footprint approach.

And so, |, you know, | would like to suggest that
at | east on behalf of industry registrants that we can do
better in that regard, and there are sone ideas that have
been floated that froma voluntary standpoint could get us
wal king that talk a little better.

But given the fact that we have a 2000 nandat ed
goal for the US, maybe it's an opportune time for us to have
-- maybe not in this context but in a sidebar somewhere --
anot her | ook at that and | ook at how registrants could be
nore supportive and practically involved in the process in
the U S. market.

MR. EHRMANN: Okay, what | would like to do is take

-- I"msorry, yeah, coment on that?

For The Record, |Inc.
Wal dorf, Maryl and
(301) 870- 8025



-
<
L
=
-
O
o
(@
L
>
—
- -
o
o
<
<
o
L
2
=

© 00 N oo o b~ wWw N

N NN R R R R R R R R R R
N B O © 0 N O O N W N kB O

435

UNI DENTI FIED MALE: 1'Ill just talk to you later
about it.

MR. EHRMANN:  Ckay.

UNI DENTI FI ED MALE: John, could |I respond real
qui ckly on two points?

MR. EHRMANN:  Yeah, yes.

UNI DENTI FIED MALE: One is IPMis a big part of
this -- of the discussions |I've been involved in. 1t's not
the only topic.

And t he ot her observation that -- a point of
information, | would add, is that part of that goal fromthe
adm ni stration was also an attenpt to indicate that the
Departnent is going to evaluate its results in terns of
change practices in the field in both research extensi on and
any ot her prograns.

So, it wasn't just setting a goal, it was setting
an indicator for what the Departnment wanted to see as a
result of its efforts.

MR. EHRMANN: Okay, let's take the cards that are
up, and then we'll nove to the -- that was your | ast
presenter from USDA?

MR. JENNI NGS: Yes.
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1 MR. EHRMANN: Then we'll nmove to the EPA discussion
2 on the sanme set of transition issues. Carolyn?
3 MS. BRI CKEY: Yeah, | just wanted to say that |
4 appreci ate USDA maki ng the presentation and making this
5 effort, and I do think what you' ve heard are all across the
6 spectrum all over the table, is a need for
7 conpr ehensi veness.
F 8 And nmaybe the devel opnent of these early plans will
z 9 now gi ve you an opportunity to incorporate a nore
m 10 conprehensi ve approach in the next ones you do.
§ 11 MR. EHRMANN: Ckay. Paul.
U 12 MR. HELLIKER: Well, to follow on that itemand to
o. 13 deal with sonme of the points that Erik raised, the way that |
n 14 | ook at these plans -- and | think they're extrenely val uabl e
LLl 15 tools, but they're only one piece of the puzzle.
> 16 And that, you know, we have a whol e ot her range of
- 17 i ssues that we're dealing with fromspray drift, to backpack
E 18 sprayers, to illness reporting that we have a host of other
m 19 constituents that we rely on for nore information, and it all
q 20 pertains to the sane risk managenent activities that we're
¢ 21 i nvol ved with.
n_ 22 So, I'"mnot sure that these docunents where the
L
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audi ence that generates these is really the conprehensive
aspect that sonme of us are asking for.

But, you know, when it comes down to it, the
regul atory agencies -- we in EPA and the other state agencies
-- | think view these as just one elenent in the overall
scheme of what we're trying to achieve.

MS. BRICKEY: Well, | was referring to the
conpr ehensi veness of the plans thensel ves.

MR. EHRMANN: Okay, Rob and then Mark.

MR. HEDBERG. | had nore of a specific question for
Larry, but |I did want to preface it by conplimenting Wlford
and Larry and everything they've done. | think it's an
i ncredi bl e acconpli shnment.

For Larry, next week the Science Advisory Panel is
going to be looking at the triazenes (phonetic) in
her bi ci des, which are used on probably 50 mllion acres of
corn in this country.

And it seens like it m ght be a race between
getting a strategi c managenent plan and the results of the
reassessnment of the triazenes out.

So, | wanted to ask, how long do you think it wll

be before we have a strategic plan, pest managenent plan for

For The Record, |Inc.
Wal dorf, Maryl and
(301) 870- 8025



-
<
L
=
-
O
o
(@
L
>
—
- -
o
o
<
<
o
L
2
=

© 00 N oo o b~ wWw N

N NN R R R R R R R R R R
N B O © 0 N O O N W N kB O

438

a major crop |like corn?

MR. ELWORTH: Well, I'm going to answer since you
asked nme, but it's not entirely up to me. The -- for the
maj or crops, it has been -- as you know, FQPA for the major

crops in sonme cases have been a real key issue. For other of
the maj or crops, FQPA hasn't been -- biotech issues have
really -- biotech issues, trade issues, water quality issues
have predom nated on the agendas for npbst of those
organi zati ons.

UNI DENTI FI ED MALE: Let there be |ight.

MR. EHRMANN: And then there was |ight.

MR. ELWORTH: To answer the question, | don't know
-- | mean, I'"'ma contractor for USDA, so if USDA says, go
talk to the corn people, we'll talk to the corn people.

It's partly a conbination of initial discussion
bet ween the commodity group and USDA, and then the USDA to
me. But | think that's highly appropriate. It's not
entirely just an FQPA i ssue.

In fact, sonme of the conmodities that we've worked
with -- and I|'msure for Wlford, as well -- they haven't
wanted just to focus on FQPA. They want to | ook at the whole

-- all the pressures their systems are working on.
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So, | think it would be very welcone if Therese and
-- or Wlford told nme to work on it. | think it would be
great .

UNI DENTI FI ED MALE: I n answer to the corn question,
as soon as there is sonme corn crop profiles that we could use
as a basis, all it would take was a phone call to me, and |
woul d go to wherever the corn people wanted to have a neeting
and put on a neeting. So, it's kind of --

UNI DENTI FI ED MALE: Harold, let's talk a little bit
about corn because we are -- this neeting is focusing a | ot
on FQPA and this effort. And, obviously, where we are in
FQPA is primarily dealing with a | ot of mnor crop issues.

However, because of the IPMtargets we have, we do
realize we've got responsibilities to deal with things |ike
her bi ci de managenent, and we do have a project that we've
investing a lot of time in in regards on corn, soybeans.

MR. EHRMANN: COkay, Steve.

UNI DENTI FI ED MALE: Why don't | just -- okay, it's
working now. We'll nmake it work one way or the other.

A coupl e of years ago, we started |ooking at mjor
crops as drivers for pest managenent. |In terns of the 75

percent goal, obviously, if you're going after acres, you
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better go after the top four crops, or you don't have a
chance of getting there.

So, what we've done is provided sone funding to --
just going through the University of Nebraska, we're working
with 22 states to inpact corn, soybean, cotton, and wheat in
ternms of deci sion-nmaki ng processes, mainly in wheat
managenent, but they can al so be extended to other pests, as
wel | .

These are conputer-based deci sion support systens
that get out to farnmers, to decision-nmakers, county agents,
consultants, distributors, and dealers in ternms of naking
deci si ons about weed management and corn. Looki ng
at it froman econom c perspective, an environnental
perspective, a sociological perspective in making best
choi ces.

Obvi ously, there are going to be transitions in the
maj or crops, as well. And in order to accommpdate grower
deci sions as they should be nmade, we've got to get help out
t here.

We are at the stage now where we are distributing
t hese deci sion support systenms out to users. They are being

used. There are sone 1,700 copies of these conputer programs
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1 out now, and they're increasing as we go along. So, we have
2 not been standing still on nmmjor crops, either.
3 MR. EHRMANN: Ckay. Mark.
4 MR. WHALON: | just wanted to respond to Erik's
5 comments from the standpoint of inclusiveness. | think he
6 makes a couple relevant points, and that is that are organic
7 growers included, are NGOs invited, are farm worker
F 8 organi zations invited?
z 9 | think these are inportant issues and to try to
m 10 get good representation in one of these neetings is a
§ 11 chal | enge.
U 12 I just would like to coment on the two that [|'ve
o. 13 been involved in in Mchigan relative to the organic
n 14 community. Jim Cohen (phonetic), who is the president of the
LLl 15 M chigan -- (inaudible) -- Society, is an organic grower. He
> 16 has been invited to an apple neeting; and as far as | know,
- 17 he is com ng.
E 18 | just also comment on Jims situation this year,
m 19 he doesn't have a crop. He does not have a crop. | was in
q 20 his box two weeks ago. He had severe problens with thinning,
¢ 21 severe problens with fire blight. He doesn't have a crop
(a8 22 this year.
L
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1 He also had -- of the fruit that he had on the
2 trees, he had about 90 percent damage from plunthiculio
3 (phonetic).
4 In ternms of the tart cherry process, the think tank
5 group represents 100 percent of the organic growers in the
6 state, and they were involved and had representatives there.
7 And the Eastern M chigan Environnental Action
F 8 Council is about the nopbst active environnental group in the
z 9 state. To nmy know edge, they weren't invited, and that's an
m 10 oversight. | think that in the future, that's a -- but the
§ 11 comment | have is, is that one of the things about inviting
U 12 envi ronnental groups and NGOs, a lot of themregionally don't
o. 13 have an interest in this issue.
n 14 So, even -- they're not involved, and they haven't
LLl 15 been involved. 1In the case of the tart cherry neeting,
> 16 t hough, the Leland -- (inaudible) -- Water Council was there
- 17 -- a representative of that group because they have been
E 18 i nvol ved, and they have been involved for a long tine. So,
m 19 t hey were there.
q 20 So, the other comment | would like to make is one
¢ 21 t hat makes me pretty unconfortable, and that is that in the
n_ 22 field of unintended consequences of FQPA, are the economc
L
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consequences to those growers to show up at this neeting.

At the tart cherry neeting, WIlford, we had 6 -- 58
people at that nmeeting. And | estimate that just in the
direct costs, there was $18, 000 spent on that meeting. Not
counting the indirect costs for those people being off-farm

and off-job and including the i ndependent crop consultants,

et cetera.

Pretty significant inpact -- unintended inpact of
this meeting process that isn't counted, that | know, in any
way that probably ought to at sone point. Because when

deci sions are made in Washi ngton, they have ripple effects

that go all the way through this nation, and they're very

costly.

MR. EHRMANN: Okay, let's --

UNI DENTI FI ED MALE: John, can | --

MR. EHRMANN:  Ch, I'msorry, | didn't see you. Do
you have a -- that point or -- oh, okay, yeah, go ahead.

MS. MOYA: |'m Professor O ga Mdya with South Texas
Col |l ege of Law, and |I'ma farm worker representative. | grew

up as a mgrant farm worker and have a | ot of experience in
pesticide regulation, and now | teach in all Kkinds of

envi ronnent al | aw ar eas.
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| just want to add to the point here that,
traditionally, all kinds of organizations don't get involved
in various issues until they get ultra informed on the val ue
t hat they can add.

And if farm workers or other non-government al
organi zations are not involved in this process at this tine,
it's because of that. They have had other priorities in the
past. They nmay still be overwhel ned by those priorities, and
until you invite them one, and, two, sit down at the table
with themto show them how this ought to be their new
priority noved up on their list and the value that they can
add to these neetings, then you're right, they're not going
to cone.

But first you have to invite, educate, inform and
make them feel like they're going to add value to the
di scussi ons.

MR. EHRMANN: Good. There -- and | would say, too,
just being in the business of convening things and bringing
di verse parties together, |I've seen it work in all different
di rections.

I mean, | know there are neetings that are being

held on alternatives that traditional growers don't feel
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confortable comng to -- and for the very reasons you're
menti oni ng.

So, | think it goes in all directions. It isn't
just one direction or the other. It does take special Kkinds
of efforts in ternms of outreach, and resources, and a nunber
of the issues that have just been touched on to get a group
that really represents the kind of diversity that | think
everyone has indicated is going to be beneficial for these
ki nds of neetings.

It doesn't happen just because the door is open.
You've got to -- and, again, it goes both directions. |
mean, it operates in all kinds of different ways.

So, there are some good suggestions | think have
been given about how to encourage nore of that. Yeah, Bill.

MR. LOVELADY: Just a quick coment, John. | think
that the discussion that we've had here about the work that
USDA has done, | just can't let it pass w thout saying that |
think that this is one of the strong points of this whole
process that we have had -- this TRAC process and now t he
CARAT process -- is the tremendous increase in the
contribution of USDA, and | think it adds a lot, and I

conplinment them
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| just didn't want to let it pass w thout saying
that. We appreciate it.

MR. EHRMANN: Good.

UNI DENTI FI ED MALE: And, John, | would just like to
follow up on that. W' ve been talking for -- well, eight
years that | renmenmber and naybe | onger about the need to get
nore noney in these prograns.

And while |I don't think anybody woul d argue that
t he noney we have in this is anywhere near enough. The
Deputy and the Departnent deserve a lot of credit for getting
sonething like 15 million-plus nore dollars into this
particul ar effort on FQPA.

And that's, again, a quantum | eap beyond where we
were, and | think the Departnent really deserves credit for
doi ng that.

MR. EHRMANN: Okay, let's nove to EPA's
perspectives on the transition issues. And who is going to
i ntroduce --

MS. MULKEY: Kathl een and Ji m Jones (phonetic). |
shoul d probably introduce the folks who -- Kathl een Knox
(phonetic) is associate director of our Pesticides and

Pol | uti on Prevention Divi sion.
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And in that capacity, she takes the | eadership role
within our office for a nunber of the projects that you'll be
heari ng about today, and then she hel ps coordinate with the
other folks in our office who work in that.

JimJones nost of you have net, but sonme of you
haven't. He's director of our Registration Division. And in
t hat capacity, handles the registration of -- or the
deci si on-maki ng on registration of conventional pesticides.
And his focus will be on the new conmpound registration
activities.

MS. KNOX: Thanks, Marcia. | wanted to start with
t he EPA prograns and partnerships that we feel are hel ping
i npl ement FQPA in the field.

The first one of these we actually created
specifically for the purpose of dealing with FQPA. In 1997,
we realized that not the | east of our problens were
conmuni cations issues, that the word really wasn't getting
out. There was confusion. Farners, states, et cetera, were
not really sure what was going on with FQPA.

So, the Ofice of Pesticides Prograns created what
we call the Regional FQPA Agricultural Initiatives. And we

started it as a pilot. We put one, basically, full-time
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position in each of four pilot regions. And, in addition,
gave them each $200, 000 extranural noney that they could use.

The criteria for this programwere to strive to be
-- and I'"'mactually quoting these froma letter that was
witten to the regions at the tine -- to strive to be
proactive, rather than reactive, as we inplenment FQPA.

To coordi nate and augment existing activities of
t he Pesticide Environnental Stewardship Program the |PM
initiative, and rel ated projects.

To focus on use, usage, and residue information for
m nor crops, and to include neasuring and nonitoring in
i ndi cat ors.

As we started this, it appeared to be successful,
so we put in a budget initiative for this year, Fiscal Year
2000, requesting a staff position for each of our 10 regions
and requesting a mllion dollars to expand the initiative
overall.

Fortunately, we got the noney; but, unfortunately,
we didn't get the positions. So, we've continued to support
the four regional staff positions and only recently have
actually allocated the noney to the other -- the additional

Si X regions.
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1 We hold nmonthly conference calls to try and keep
2 track of what is going on. Included in those are people --
3 Al, or Therese, or sone of their staff menbers, Pat Chim no
4 (phonetic), usually sits in for the mnor use team W try
5 to use this as an opportunity to, again, build a stronger
6 network to really inmprove conmuni cati ons.
7 Wth the addition of our other six regions into
F 8 this program we've -- we're exploring ways to try and get
z 9 all 10 regions together in one place so that we can actually
m 10 tal k about what we want the new regions in the programto
§ 11 acconmpl i sh.
U 12 And, actually, so that those folks can help really
o. 13 learn fromlessons fromthe four pilot regions. So, we're
n 14 trying to figure out a way to do that. It's a little hard
LLl 15 geographically to get everybody in the sane pl ace.
> 16 In ternms of results to date, the four regions --
- 17 "Il just explain themas | go along -- Region 4 is
E 18 headquartered in Atlanta. It's the southeastern region of
m 19 the state. And they have initiated joint education
q 20 activities with their USDA extension staff and farmers in
¢ 21 each of their states.
n_ 22 They have encouraged adopti on of organic
L
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enterprises where feasible. They've worked with the Delta
Farm Project, and they have directed Region 4 Pesticide
St ewar dship Commttee.

The Region 5, which is Chicago, the upper m dwest
that M chigan is part of, has held conferences on children's
heal th, worked on transition neetings for major commodity
groups.

W I ford nmentioned Margaret Jones. She is our
regi onal FQPA Ag coordinator in that state. They, basically,
have done a | ot of working with Mchigan State University,
with the M chigan Department of Ag, and with the Ofice of
Pesticide Prograns on residue data, and bridging data, et
cetera.

And al so have participated in the Wsconsin
Pesticide Use and Ri sk Reduction Program which, again, is
anot her organization with a | ot of partners.

Regi on 9, our western region, Laurie Anthrop is
here today in the back. She is our regional Ag initiative
coordi nator in San Francisco.

And over the years, they have worked on design and
coordi nation of an FQPA California grape partnership, and

that's what the University of California Sustainable
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1 Agricultural Research Extension Programw th USDA, wi th NRDC
2 -- they worked with the State of California to help organize
3 t he pesticide use reporting work group and have continued to
4 wor k on sone ongoing biologically integrated farm ng systens
5 denonstration projects.
6 The northwestern regi on, Region 10, out of Seattle
7 has worked on commodity-based approaches to transition for
F 8 nine different crops. They have established with Washi ngton
z 9 State University, an advisory board of pest consultants,
m 10 researchers, and industry to identify weak links in current
§ 11 | PM prograns and al so to provide alterative pest managenment
U 12 strategies. And they have funded 10 bi ol ogi cal control
o. 13 Paci fic Northwest projects.
n 14 Many ot her things have gone on. \Wat we view as
LLl 15 t he success factors of this regional initiative is the
> 16 cooperative efforts really at the ground | evel working with
- 17 growers, working with a | ot of other interested parties --
E 18 uni versities, state departnments and agencies -- just a w de
m 19 variety -- environnmental groups, depending on the project.
q 20 The ability to build these networks and to share
¢ 21 information to, basically, pronote and grow trust between the
n_ 22 organi zations, to facilitate interaction between organic
L
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1 growers and conventional growers, trying to find comopn
2 ground, trying to, again, inmprove conmunications.
3 We | ook forward to having the other six regions in
4 the field, and we hope that we can facilitate that.
5 The rest of our -- the projects that I'mgoing to
6 tal k about -- they're nostly partnerships, and they fit
7 perfectly within the real mof transition from FQPA
F 8 i npl enment ati on, but they were actually begun at different
z 9 times for different reasons.
m 10 We have a very strong public, private partnership
§ 11 with the Anerican Farm and Trust on IPMinpl enmentation
U 12 projects. There was a paper |eft at your seats during the
o. 13 | unch break, written by the Anerican Farm and Trust that
n 14 expl ains the entire program sonme background, and tal ks about
LLl 15 t he specific projects.
> 16 "1l mention just a couple of them They're
- 17 actually projects that Larry Elworth's group is working on.
E 18 | know that Sarah and World Wldlife Fund are involved in
m 19 sone.
q 20 But just to nmention a couple, working on pears in
¢ 21 Yakoma, Washington. |It's -- this partnership is inits third
n_ 22 year. Del Monte is involved. Snowkissed (phonetic) and
L
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Washi ngton Horticultural Association now have over 2,000
acres enrolled and have reduced OPs and carbamates by 30 to
50 percent.

One of the ways that these partnershi ps are nmade
stronger is by groups like Del Monte and Snowki ssed, which
are actually underwiting grower risk.

Apples in M chigan, again, partnership includes
M chigan State University, Gerber, and others. Again,
obj ectives -- specific objectives to reduce overall OP use.

Potat oes in Wsconsin, this is incorporating
mar ket - based i ncentives to create premium prices that are
returned to the growers. Partners include Wrld Wldlife,
W sconsin Potato and Vegetable G owers, University of
Washi ngton. Again, they're targeting specific reductions in
OP use.

Several others -- one that's a little bit different

is the Neuse River Watershed in North Carolina. Again, it's

one that Larry's organization is working on. It deals with
reductions in nutrient levels and in pesticides. It focuses
on weed and nutrient management -- a real concern of |oss of

soi | -appl i ed herbici de.

So, there is a wide variety of programs, projects.
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You'll find themin this paper. You can find nore detail.

The third thing | would like to nmention is not just
an agriculturally related program In '96, there was
pol lution prevention research grant noney available in the
Agency. Half-a-mllion dollars, we, basically, in our
program bid for it.

And rather than distribute it to the regions by a
formula or a 10 percent per, created a conpetitive grant
program and this is with full regional cooperation.

To date, the program has funded 53 projects --
basically, pesticide risk reduction, risk mtigation
prograns, outreach, education, IPMin agricultural and urban
settings.

The interesting thing is that it is a conpetitive
program run by the regions. Regions do the reviews of the
projects, make a first cut. Those are funded, then any
additional projects are put in to bid for the remaining
noney.

So, it's not just agricultural, but it does
actually function ground |evel, sane kinds of cooperative
groups as the others.

The Pesticide Environnental Stewardship Programis
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1 a voluntary public, private partnership -- again, commtted

2 to reducing risks frompesticides in agricultural and non-

3 agricultural settings.

4 It was created in, | think, 1994. Presently, we

5 have over 130 partners and supporters. Sonme of those fol ks

6 are actually on this commttee, and some are in the room

7 The partners, when they join the program agree to
F 8 submt a pesticide risk reduction strategy and also to submt
z 9 annual reports on their progress.
m 10 There is a grant programthat's run by the Nati onal
§ 11 Foundation for |PM Education that provides seed noney for
U 12 sel ected projects. |It's not intended to be long-term
o. 13 funding, so the idea is to help partners, supporters, other
n 14 grower groups get things started in the field, or do sone
LLl 15 technol ogy transfer, or sone education and outreach.
> 16 The last thing | would like to nention is that EPA
- 17 has been in partnership with the USDA, CSREES, Sustai nable
E 18 Agriculture Research and Education Program or SARE, since
u 19 1991.
q 20 And while this, again, started way in advance of
¢ 21 FQPA, the funding that EPA provides is matched -- usually
n_ 22 doubl ed -- by SARE funding, and the intention is to reduce
L
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agricultural pollution fromboth pesticides and nutrients.
In a three-year time frame, '96 through '98, the fundi ng was
al so mat ched by | PM fundi ng.

So, the programintends to increase know edge
about, help farmers and ranchers adopt sustai nable practices
that are profitable, environmentally sound, and good for
conmunities and society, in general.

And those projects, again, tend to be -- they're
definitely on the ground. A lot of small prograns are funded
in a wide variety of the regions of the SARE program So --
and Jimis going to talk about the registration of
alternatives.

MR. JONES: Thanks, Kathl een.

MR. EHRMANN: Shall we take -- let's take any
coments or questions on --

MS. KNOX: You want to do them now?

MR. EHRMANN: Yeah, just because it's, kind of, two
di fferent aspects.

MS. KNOX: Ckay.

MR. EHRMANN: Comments, questions? Yeah, Jean-

MS. PELTIER: | would just |like to make one quick
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comment, and Steve is, unfortunately, out of the room But
you went over one point real quickly, and having been
involved in contract negotiations with growers and processors
before, | would like to just publicly conmend Del Monte and
Snowki ssed for the | eadership they took in actually
underwriting grower risks.

That's -- as far as | know -- unprecedented and a
trenendous incentive for growers to adopt these prograns.

MR. EHRMANN: |1'mglad he didn't get to hear that
so he doesn't get a big head or anything. W'Ill tell himyou
said that. Yeah.

MS. MOYA: You nmy have addressed this, but what is
keepi ng the other EPA regional offices from becom ng nore
active in this area? | nean, you nentioned sone spot
prograns here and there, but it doesn't seemlike a highly
i nt egrat ed EPA program t hroughout the regions.

MS. KNOX: Well, the first program | nentioned are
regional initiatives. W started as a pilot just to see
whet her it would work. The four regions were the regions
t hat expressed interest.

Coi ncidentally, they are also the regions with the

hi ghest percentage of minor use crops grown that fit within
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t he program
As | said, we try -- we have tried to get
addi ti onal funding and positions to expand it. W got the
noney, we didn't get the positions.
Each of the regions does have staff that works on
pesticide issues. Obviously, it's better if we have a full-

time person who can devote their entire job, but this year we

didn't get those positions. | think it's still in the budget
-- or at least in a request for 2001 -- and we're hopef ul
that we'll get those positions.

But in the neantine, we do have representation from
those six. They have started participating in our conference
calls. And so, we're trying to find a way to get everyone
together in person at |least to, sort of, kick off the --

UNI DENTI FI ED MALE: Professor, if --

(END OF TAPE)

UNI DENTI FI ED MALE: -- offices together in the
nmeeting out West, and this, along with other FQPA issues, are
sone of the things that we're going to be discussing. W're
devoting two days to agricultural issues.

MS. MOYA: |Is there a possibility that if you don't

get a position, that you m ght be able to authorize the state
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agencies to use that noney when they have positions to --
because they do a lot of IPMas it is.

MS. KNOX: Well, the noney that the regions get
actually goes out to whoever, and they can do conpetitive, or
they can work with existing partners.

Regi on 5 has worked with M chigan State University
and the M chigan Departnment of Agriculture. So, those are
the kinds of interactions that are actually going on with the
noney. So, the noney does go out to states, or groups, or
within the state.

UNI DENTI FI ED MALE: Just a real brief follow up
with that -- that residue programthat started three years
ago now, Kathleen, in the region was initiated by an MDA
M chigan State University, EPA initiative.

And | just want to point out that Farm Bureau has
been involved in that, Extension has been involved in that,
and a whole array of commpdities have contributed dollars for
t hat program

So, it's a very cooperative thing. | think where
we're at on residues in a nmnor crop state |ike M chigan,

t hough, is is that is a drop in the bucket for what really

needs to be done.
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MR. EHRMANN: COkay, any other comments at this
point? Al right, Jim

MR. JONES: All right, thank you. |'mgoing to be
tal king this afternoon from Paper Nunber 12, which is in all
of your packets. And, basically, another part of EPA s pest
managenent strategy or transition, whichever termyou want to
use, involves the expediting of alternatives to
or ganophosphat es and the registration process.

That is the name of the -- that is the title of the
paper, Paper Number 12, Expediting the Alternatives to the
Or ganophosphat es.

And |I'm basically tal king here about synthetic
conventional pesticides as opposed to biopesticides or other
transgeni ¢ or other kinds of conpounds.

The -- a |l ot of discussion early about priorities,
why does EPA prioritize, why does the Registration Division
prioritize?

Well, we have nore applications with us than we can
handl e at any given tine, which nmeans you have to nake
choices -- which ones are you going to do first? That's
setting priorities.

So, we have conme up with a systemto set
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priorities, and we originally did this in 1997. W did it
t hrough a notice and comrent process; and you can see, sort
of , the begi nning of your paper what our initial priorities
were after taking public conmment.

Alternatives to Methyl Brom des being the top
priority. Reduced risk pesticides com ng next. USDA, EPA
vul nerabl e crop pests conbi nations, followed by m nor uses,
trade irritants, and then other registrant identified
priorities.

That is basically the order in which we were making
choi ces anongst the many applications we have as to which
ones we would do first.

In FQPA past, in the sumrer of '96 -- by the spring
of '98, actually, we had come to the conclusion that it would
probably be a smart thing to consider expediting alternatives
t o organophosphate pesticides in an effort to ease
transition, help people with pest managenent strategies, even
t hough we weren't using that termat the tine.

And so, we proposed at that time to include
alternatives to organophosphates in our ranking. And,
basically, we proposed to include themright bel ow reduced

ri sk pesticides.
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And that is right now where we are in terns of the
order in which we are doing our work. So, when we're
choosi ng anongst applications, currently an alternative to
Met hyl Broni de due to the phaseout under the Clean Air Act is
that it gets the first choice, followed by reduced risk
pesticides, followed by alternatives to organophosphates.

If there -- an alternative to organophosphates al so
reduced risk, it would trunp a reduced risk pesticide that is
not an alternative to organophosphates.

Basically, to give you a sense of the, sort of, the
scope of the situation, we have with us about right now about
35 new active ingredients for which we are -- at this point,
pl anni ng on which 18 or so we're going to evaluate in the
fiscal year -- in Fiscal Year 2001. And we are going to use
this priority system this way of maki ng choi ces about which
ones to go first.

How do you becone an OP alternative? W have cone
up with a process that relies on our Reduced Ri sk Commttee,
an al ready standing group of people -- interdisciplinary
peopl e we have in the organization

And we ask for petitioners. |t can be a

registrant, but it doesn't need to be a registrant. It can
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be a user community, or a public interest group, or private
citizen where they conme in, and they, sort of, walk us
t hrough a variety of the disciplines that we're concerned
about -- human health, ecological effects, and environnental
-- (inaudible) -- do a little conparative risk work.

It is somewhat of a burdensone process, and | think
that's one of the things we may want to explore and get a
little feedback on.

Manuf acturers use it. Ohers typically have not.
Manuf acturers generally have the resources avail able, and
t hey have the npost to get out of it, and they have generally
invested in it.

We have on occasion -- and | think as a matter of
fact, Dr. Balling over here approached us in an informl way
with an OP alternative, and he presented a conpelling
argument that we shared with our experts in the area so that
we weren't going to be duped -- not that Steve would ever try
to dupe us --

MR. BALLING | wouldn't do that.

MR. JONES: ~-- to get a priority. W found his
arguments very conpelling, and so, we noved up the conmpound

that his users were | ooking to use because it was an
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alternative to an organophosphate.

So, we have found ways that are not particularly
burdensome for registrants to use this process to get a
conpound identified as an OP alternative.

We have been able to bring to registration OP
alternatives in a significantly faster tine frame than for
non- OP alternatives, and you can see sone of the tinme franmes
there for new chem cals and new uses.

Ri ght now, we have four OP alternatives new
chem cals that are -- that have not been registered, that as
we' ve designated themas an OP alternative, and we' re working
on them

Al'l of them are very nuch in our sights. They're
bei ng worked on. Two will cone up for decision-making in
this fiscal year, meaning in the next three nonths; and two
will be up for decision-making by the end of this cal endar
year.

So, at that point, come January, | nmay be in the
position where all of the new chenmicals that are OP
alternatives have al ready, hopefully -- unless sonething
cones up in the review -- been registered.

We have about 100 new uses. This is adding a use
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to an already regi stered pesticide of the 700 or so pending
new use applications -- have been designated by EPA as OP
alternatives. And nost of these will be schedul ed for
conpletion within the next 18 nont hs.

The next coupl e of pages, basically, walks you
t hrough the conpounds that have been regi stered as OP
alternatives, and the foll owi ng page describes the pending OP
al ternatives.

| do want to clarify that these are conpounds where
we have been presented a conpelling argunment and have chosen
to expedite a product because of its OP alternative
potenti al .

There are situations where -- | can think of two
exanpl es where an actual potential OP alternative is not on
one of our lists even though it's pending with us. One is
t hat a conpany nade a case, and we did not find that when you
conpared the risks between the conmpound that they were
seeking expedited review for with the OPs, it didn't look to
be | ess risky.

Now, that's a judgment call. You may have been
| ooking at a carcinogen or a conmpound that had devel opnent al

effects against an OP, which has a different effect
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1 chol i nesterase inhibition judgnent calls for judgnment calls
2 that we're -- we have been maki ng.
3 There have been a couple situations we have a
4 conpound that may well be an effective alternative to an OP
5 where we did not -- chose not to expedite it. It just neant
6 it stayed in the -- in our queue and whatever other -- what
7 other priority that it nmay have been given by the registrant.
F 8 And the other area, which |I think probably includes
z 9 a fair number of insecticides, are applications we have where
m 10 no one has stepped forward and said, | want to make a case
§ 11 that this is an OP alternative.
U 12 Ei t her the manufacturer has not, for some reason,
o. 13 or a grower group hasn't approached us, or USDA, or sonme --
n 14 anyone el se.
LLl 15 And so, there are a couple of ways in which we can
> 16 have an OP alternative in-house; and, yet, we have not
- 17 expedited it.
E 18 "' m concerned about that |atter group about how we
m 19 can, sort of, flesh out applications that are in-house that
q 20 actually are OP alternatives. It is just that no one has
¢ 21 approached us about expediting the review. | think we need
(a8 22 to work on that a little bit.
L
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1 | do -- | did want to speak to the EUP issue. W
2 have -- after listening for several years to the user
3 community, who is very frustrated -- the registrants are, as
4 well. The user community has expressed a rather conpelling
5 reason to us about their frustration about the | ack of EUPs -
6 - a certain kind of EUP.
7 This is an EUP which has a tol erance, nmeaning that
F 8 you can use the pesticide and then sell it -- sell the
z 9 product that you've treated, as opposed to what has not been
m 10 really a problem for us has been experinental use permts
§ 11 where you agreed as a user to destroy the crop, neaning you
U 12 couldn't sell it in -- you couldn't nove it in comrerce.
o. 13 People couldn't ultimately eat that.
n 14 But the basic issue that we have struggled with is
LLl 15 t hat EUPs where you have to set a tolerance, the tol erance
> 16 setting process is a rather expensive one.
- 17 We're dealing with a fixed pot of resources. It's
E 18 a zero sum gane doing certain types of EUPs with tol erances
m 19 will trade off against doing new chemi cals or registering new
q 20 uses of chemi cals. And that we have felt that the better
¢ 21 choi ce has been to focus on getting permanent | abels for
(a8 22 pesti ci des.
L
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However, in sonme discussions we have had -- the
user community -- we have cone to get -- we have cone up with
a proposal that we have begun to float and will likely in the
next three to six nonths float in a nmore public way -- even
nore public than this -- with a little nore participation, as
wel |, whereby pesticides that have already had a tol erance
est abl i shed under FQPA.

That means that pesticide is registered, obviously,
and it has had an FQPA assessnent. W would be willing to do
food use, EUPs -- setting a tolerance with them for that
subset of pesticides, which we feel we can do w t hout
significantly trading into the nunmber of new uses and new
active ingredients that we're going to be doing.

We've talked a little to sonme nmenbers of the user

communi ty about this and have had sone conversations with a

coupl e of registrants about it and will |ikely be doing
sonething -- if not a workshop, a proposal and a PR notice in
the next three to six nonths, | said.

So, we're hearing the problemon the EUP situation
where, hopefully, we have the solution that's not the total
solution | think that sone are hoping for, but I think it's a

partial solution to a conpelling problemthat still preserves
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our ability to maxi m ze the nunber of new chem cals and new
uses that we're able to register that neet the FQPA safety
findi ng.

And that is, basically, what we in the Registration
Di vision are doing to ease with pest nmanagenent strategies or
transitions, whichever word you want to do as it relates to
or ganophosphat es.

MR. EHRMANN: Okay, Mark.

MR. WHALON: Jim | just have a couple coments
relative to this pending OP alternatives list. And |I'ma
menber of the Technical Advisory Commttee for U S. Apple,
and although I wasn't at this neeting, Larry Goots (phonetic)
sat in for ne.

But we were a little bit surprised to see
| ndoxacar b, and Met hoxyfenozi de, and Thi amet hoxam still on
this list, given your comments to that conm ttee because of,
apparently, a neurol ogical problem naybe, with |Indoxacarb,
and a persistence problemw th Methoxyfenozide, and a
carci nogen problemw th the | ast one.

So, | think it illustrates a couple things. One
thing is, is that the -- what we've invested in M chigan

State University and in the commdities in M chigan | ooking
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at these as pending OP alternatives, if they're knocked out
in the end for these reasons, we've just invested a whole |ot
of noney and time of people in these conpounds.

And it points, |I think, to a real issue that |
tried to nmention earlier, and that is, is that we're in such
headl ong pursuit of OP alternatives, that there are
consequences in this systemthat we don't see short-term
that we're only going to see long-term

And I'mnot faulting you in any way addressi ng any
of these issues. |'mjust using this as an illustration that
an alternative isn't always an alternative, and the tine
franme that we're forced to go through here puts those of us
that are public partners -- and, also, the private sector
fol ks who are contributing to this research to get these,
especially in the mnor crops where there isn't the econonic
drive on the part of the industry to get these registrations,
we're being frustrated in this process.

And t hese three conmpounds were the go-to conpounds

for us in apples in the Mdwest. And if they get knocked

out, | don't know what we're going to do.
MR. JONES: | can say, Mark, that Methoxyfenozide
was regi stered about two weeks ago on applies. Indoxacarb
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1 and Thi anet hoxam are schedul ed for registration decisions
2 this sumer.
3 | don't think I really should speak any nore to
4 them as they're unregi stered pesticides, and | could go to
5 jail or sonmething if | did, but -- at |east not today.
6 MR. EHRMANN: Steve and then Carolyn. Steve.
7 MR. BALLING Well, it isn't often you get a chance
F 8 to complinent EPA -- not because they don't do good work but
z 9 just by the nature of the job, it's difficult.
LLt 10 And | did want to make nention -- when we first
§ 11 broached the subject with Jimabout replacing sone
U 12 or ganophosphat e conpounds on green beans in the Mdwest, it
o. 13 was Decenber.
n 14 And he said, well, when do you need thenf? These
LLl 15 are the list, actually, already, but it didn't |ook |ike they
> 16 woul d come out until the end of the year, possibly even
- 17 spring of the follow ng year.
E 18 And we said, well, June 30. He says, oh, | can't
m 19 do that. But he sat down and worked with us and with the --
q 20 with his crew, and the registration cane out, | believe, the
¢ 21 28th of June. So --
(a8 22 MR. JONES: Friday, |'m sure.
L
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MR. BALLING It was tight, but we were able to
repl ace about -- well, nore than 20,000 pounds -- or 20,000
gal | ons of organophosphates -- primarily, Methyl Parathion --
with that registration.

So, it was a big deal. And | understand that we
can't be junping things to the top of the list all the tine,
or Jay will have a conniption. But it really -- and Ci ndy.
| won't be sitting next to her next tine.

MR. EHRMANN: Ch, yeah, you will be.

MR. BALLING But it really -- it really made a big
difference. It really was huge, and it was nmuch appreci at ed.

And then | would also |like to say, sort of
secondarily, that this issue of trying to find some solutions
to EUPs is very inportant, and |I'm pl eased that you nay think
you have an answer because we can't do a crop destruct on the
size of the acres. That we need to start |ooking at these
new conpounds and this whole transition process.

When you're trying to nove to new conpounds, you
just can't take themoff the shelf and replace them chem cal -
for-chemcal. |It's just not possible. So, that EUP thing
woul d be of great value. Carolyn.

MR. EHRMANN: Carolyn, and then Jose.
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MS. BRI CKEY: Yeah, | just want to say, also, that
this presentation about what you' ve been doing with OP
alternatives is really inpressive.

And | just wanted to ask just for clarity's sake,
you're tal king about four that you are |ooking at between now
and the end of the year. Are they on this list down here
t hat says pendi ng?

MR. JONES: Oh, I'msorry, Carolyn, the -- there
are four new chemicals that are -- will be likely --
decisions will be nade before the end of the cal endar year.

The rest of them are new uses to existing --
al ready registered pesticides. So, yes.

MS. BRI CKEY: Okay, so there are four on here that
are new chem cals, and the rest are new uses.

MR. JONES: That's right. Acetani prid, |ndoxacarb,
M | bemectin, and Thi anet hoxam are new chem cals. The rest
are new uses to already regi stered pesticides.

MS. BRI CKEY: Ckay.

MR. JONES: Mbst of themrelatively recently
regi stered pesticides -- nost of them

MS. BRI CKEY: Ckay, thanks.

MR. EHRMANN:  Jose.
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MR. AMADOR: Jim | just want to second what the
ot her people said. | think it's commendabl e, you know, the
effort you're putting on it.

But in order to put this in the proper perspective
-- at least for me, I'mnot an entonologist -- but of the 100
t hat have been identified as an OP alternative, could you
give us a sense of what percentage are as effective as the OP
they're replacing; and how much are nore effective; and what
percentage are |l ess effective than the one we had?

Because | think that's a critical issue that | know
that you're dealing with it all day, but, I mean, | don't
have a feeling of what percentage.

MR. JONES: |I'msure | can't answer to the degree
that you would like it to. | think as we all know that nost
conpounds that are going to be alternatives are not going to
be nearly as broad spectrum and | think that that applies to
the alternatives, as well.

And | think that the other commopn theme we hear is
that the -- they have much nore -- you know, there are
sophi sticated | earni ng means i nvol ved because they're not
going to be as broad spectrum

Some of them | think, are considered to be rather
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effective -- very effective alternatives of equal or
potentially greater efficacy because you may have sonme

resi stance problens going on with the OP

Then there are others, |I'"msure, that are |ess so,
but I don't think I could really speak to, you know, giving a
general statenent about are they -- you know, what percentage
of efficacy are we going to get. | think it's a m xed bag.

MR. AMADOR: John. WIl Mark or sonme of the other

ent onol ogi sts care to comment on that? You know, | don't
mean to put it in front of you. | don't nmean to put it in
front of the spot, but, | nean, | like to get a sense of, you

know, where are we goi ng?

MR. WHALON: They're really not the sane. You're
tal ki ng appl es and oranges. OPs are broad spectrum Mbst of
these are rifle shots.

So, in some cases, they are -- in a few cases, they
are direct replacenents, |like Steve is talking about. But in
nost cases, you're tal king about a very significant econom c
change. You're tal king about use patterns that change, and
you're tal ki ng about the requirenent of additional
information to make them useful in a system

Sarah is not here, but she would, | think, agree

For The Record, |Inc.
Wal dorf, Maryl and
(301) 870- 8025



476

1 that in her experience in the Wsconsin systemin the potato
2 systemthere -- or maybe John can address this -- but it is a
3 system
4 And so, when you start playing with a piece of it,
5 it has effects -- ripple effects all the way through. So,
6 and sone of those are long-term and you can't figure them
7 out a priori.
F 8 So, that's how | would coment -- that it's an
z 9 increase in conplexity, it's an increase in econom c often.
m 10 There may be sone ot her benefits in terms of environnmental
§ 11 side effects and sone natural enem es that you can take
U 12 advant age of that nmay reduce and mtigate sonme of that
o. 13 econom ¢ probl em
n 14 But in nost of those situations, we don't always
LLl 15 know that up front. 1In the case of mtes, for exanple, it
> 16 may take -- mites on apples -- it nay take three years to
- 17 figure out what the exact consequences of that change is on
E 18 nmte predator popul ations, et cetera.
m 19 So, these things are long-term they're very
q 20 dynam c, and they're very information intensive to get these
¢ 21 changes goi ng.
n_ 22 MR. EHRMANN: John, did you want to conment on
L
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1 t hat ?

2 MR. WALLENDAL: Yeah, in response |I'Ill just give

3 you an exanple. Spinozad on tube potatoes, it's used to

4 control potato -- the potato color -- potato beetle.

5 It is very targeted towards that beetle, but when

6 we illumnate the OP alternative or the pyrethroid

7 alternative, we've got to address aphids, we've got to
F 8 address | eaf hoppers, and other pests.
z 9 That increases our scouting costs. It is a
m 10 residual effect. It means that it's not as long-term
§ 11 | asting, so we've got to go out there two or three tinmes to
U 12 catch that hatch that may be not tined -- it's spread over
o. 13 time. So, there are sone increased costs in there.
a 14 Now, the other direction is we tal ked about the natural
LLl 15 predators. W' ve got those at -- (inaudible) -- so we nay
> 16 not have to address that aphid problemlater on, which is a
- 17 real problem for us.
E 18 So, the answer -- | agree with Dr. Whalon is -- is
m 19 it's a mxed bag out there. Wat | see is when we run with
q 20 these alternatives, it means extra managenent in the terms of
¢ 21 the farmer.
(a8 22 MR EHRVANN:  Okay.
L
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MR. WALLENDAL: Because it's not broad spectrum

MR. EHRMANN: Jay.

MR. VROOM | just wanted to renmenber at this point
to complinent the Departnent and the Agency for the entire
book that we received in advance, despite the fact that there
were some enpty tabs that got filled in at the last m nute
here.

But | think it's the best effort that we' ve seen
over the course of, now, three different advisory conmttees
that really get into this condensed, sort of, sunmary
i nformation that nost of can absorb. So, | didn't want that
to go unsaid.

On -- Jim on the OP alternatives |list that you' ve
got under Page 2 on Tab 12, the -- is there anywhere
avai lable a matri x display of these conmpounds that would show
what other priorities also m ght have been part of the
cunul ative effect of noving these through?

In other words, were two or three of these also
reduced risk, mnor use, trade irritant registrant priorities
-- Marcia is tired of me -- hearing ne tal k about the
proliferation of priorities, and howin the world can you

make sense out of any of this?
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1 And maybe -- but, obviously, sone of this does make
2 some sense. And these were nmore -- |'msure sonme of these
3 were nore than just OP replacenent priorities. But do you
4 have that on the Web or anywhere?
5 MR. JONES: Yeah, all of them had sonme registrant
6 priority provided to them sone rather high.
7 MR. VROOM  Yeah.
F 8 MR. JONES: And sone |ess high that cane -- becane
z 9 hi gher because they were an OP alternative.
m 10 MR. VROOM  Mm hnmm
§ 11 MR. JONES: But we could provide you that kind of a
U 12 mat ri x.
o. 13 MR. VROOM | think that would be, you know,
n 14 val uabl e to everyone around this table and all stakehol ders
LLl 15 who are trying to figure out, you know, how we assess the
> 16 progress that we're making and do the priorities nmake sone
= 17 rati onal sense?
E 18 Anot her question would be, separately, in FQPA were
m 19 addi tional incentives for registrants to add nmi nor use | abels
q 20 to their new active ingredient applications -- and do you
¢ 21 have a summary of how many products have benefitted fromt hat
n_ 22 -- the additional exclusive use periods that were -- |
L
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1 forget, there was a year for two extra m nor uses or
2 sonething like that -- or direct us as to where we could
3 figure that out?
4 MR. JONES: | don't believe -- we have, certainly,
5 i ncreased our registration of new uses, but we have not -- |
6 don't believe -- tried to do an eval uation of -- have we,
7 Anne?
F 8 ANNE: We haven't done it yet.
z 9 MR. JONES: Ckay.
e 10 MR. VROOM  Okay.
§ 11 ANNE: (Il naudi ble) -- one of the --
U 12 MR. VROOM  Okay, but one of ny fears is that the
o. 13 regi strants have forgotten that that incentive is out there,
a 14 per haps.
LLl 15 ANNE: | think there may be sone truth in that.
:'..i 16 MR. VROOM  Okay.
- 17 MR. WHI TACRE: Could |I make a comment on that, Jay?
E 18 MR. VROOM  Yeah.
m 19 MR. WHI TACRE: Novartis hasn't forgotten it. You
q 20 know, we spend a great deal of time trying to find out how to
¢ 21 work those mnor crops in. And, Jim | think we've done a
(a8 22 pretty good job.
L
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We' ve deliberately done it, we've done it with a
broad range of fol ks that kept us giving input -- some from
out si de the conpany.

And, frankly, | think it's something that was very
smart on the part of the Agency, and it's a very great change
from what was done five years ago.

And | think -- | can't speak across the board,
you'll have to do that -- but | know fromthe standpoint of
what woul d have happened had it not been there, Novartis has
regi stered a nunmber of mnor crops, nunbering in the dozens,
that may not -- would otherwi se have been -- cone through at
this point.

MS. MULKEY: Let ne point out two factoids. One,
Jay, if you look at this |ist, under status, you can see
whi ch ones are al so reduced risk, just fromthis |ist.

MR. VROOM  Mm hnm right.

MS. MJULKEY: And the others that Bob Hol m
(phonetic) told nme today that in this year's research, our
strategy for IR- 4, they're up to 80 percent of the use
chem cal conbi nations they' re working on are reduced ri sk.

So, that, then, is an overlap between the m nor use

priority and the reduced risk priorities. So, those are at
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1 | east two elenents of this.
2 MR. VROOM Geat. M last, kind of, m nor
3 guestion here, you know, what Jimpresented is you've
4 referred to USDA, EPA vul nerable crop pest conbination
5 priority -- does that directly tie to the crops at risk |ist
6 t hat USDA tal ked to us about earlier?
7 MR. JONES: Yes, that's exactly the link to that.
F 8 MR. VROOM  Ckay, thanks.
z 9 MR. EHRMANN: Okay. Wally.
LLt 10 MR. EWART: First of all, | would like to
§ 11 conplinment Jimon the table and al so the information on the
U 12 EUPs. It's extrenely inportant for nmost mnor crops in
o. 13 trying to nove to new materials to know enough about them
n 14 And, frequently, we've been put in the position
LLl 15 where we don't know enough about them and so, that's one of
> 16 our concerns about EUPs.
- 17 And it really does jeopardize two things. One,
E 18 both the active ingredient that is being used by a grower and
m 19 al so future active ingredients that are offered to him
q 20 because if we get materials that are ineffective that are
¢ 21 touted as alternatives based on the fact we don't have enough
n_ 22 field know edge, that hurts the ability in the future for
L
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people to take risks to use a new naterial or a new system
So, that's really, you know, it's very inportant.

| think the other thing | was going to say was it
is good that in the situation we have now we are finding
these materials comng faster. W appreciate all the
regi strants noving themup and using the m nor crops, as well
as maj or crops, on the |abels.

And that has presented us -- the problemthat, you
know, at last we're probably as fast as other parts of the
world in getting these registrations -- that raises an
international issue that Jean-Mari has touched on about Code
X (phonetic) -- the fact that we can't get a Code X
tol erance; therefore, we are stymed in our international
mar ket s.

And so, we have this barrier of when we have a new
material, we look at it, and if it's not registered in
Europe, if it's not registered under Code X, or the Code X
tol erances are used in sone of our primary markets in
sout heast Asia, we can't use the material since we export
nore than 35, 40 percent of out tree fruit crops.

And so, that's another part of the equation that

you have to realize registration in the U S. isn't the only
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1 barrier to inplenmentation of the new material.

2 MR. JONES: |If there is a position in Rome that

3 you're aware of, Wally, just send it ny way, and I'Il -- no,

4 skip it, just teasing. Code X is in Rome, that's hunor.

5 MS. MULKEY: Well, actually, there is, sort of, a

6 non-j oke answer. Steve may want to --

7 MR. JONES: We all -- we, like, Marcia was going to
F 8 give the choke answer. Yeah, Wally and Jean-Mari, we're
z 9 certainly aware of the, sort of, dilemm, which is, sort of,
m 10 uni que that our -- the speed at which we're now registering
§ 11 t hese conpounds has now created an international scene that
U 12 they're not able to keep up with our pace.
o. 13 | hope this is recorded for everyone, but it is an
n 14 issue, and it's also -- and | think as was described earlier,
LLl 15 it also creates the issue of when we take a tol erance off the
> 16 books, there are also sone, you know, the Code X
- 17 i nplications, as well.
E 18 We are working on a nunber of fronts to try to cone
m 19 up to address that issue. There is a concept that's being
q 20 di scussed and floated, which you all are, | think, very well
¢ 21 aware of. But the concept of an interim MRL, and that is
n_ 22 just one approach that may afford an opportunity.
L
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1 There is actually a neeting next week, and a nunber

2 of these options are going to be discussed. And we're

3 certainly trying to |l ook at, you know, what's a way of

4 addressing it?

5 And so, the interim MRL is one that has been

6 suggested. There nay be some ot her ways, too.

7 MS. MULKEY: We nay be able soon to give a nore
F 8 conprehensi ve report about sone of the other efforts we have
z 9 underway involving technical work sharing, and information
m 10 sharing, and just a range of things that we're trying to do
§ 11 that are both short and longer termto try to address this.
U 12 UNI DENTI FI ED MALE: O you could always slow it
o. 13 down over there in Jims shop. That would solve the problem
(] 14
m 15 MR. EHRMANN:  Dave.
> 16 MR. WHI TACRE: Jim kudos for the thought and
- 17 approach to dealing with EUPs. |t nmay not be a gigantic
E 18 thing, but | think it can be hel pful in sone areas.
m 19 But | wanted to nention, also, a sibling issue and
q 20 one that suffers fromthe sanme reality, which is too few
¢ 21 resources available to do these detailed tol erance revi ews.
n_ 22 And that is with the tine-limted tol erances that were
L
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cl eared before FQPA or shortly after.

And fromtinme to time, we get into difficulty with
t hose. They expire. It puts the grower at risk. W stop
selling. And it may need sonme siml|ar nouth-to-nmouth
resuscitation. And | know the resources are short, but |
just nention it because it can be inportant.

MR. EHRMANN: Ckay, Jean-Mari .

MS. PELTIER: Just a quick follow up point on the
Code X issue. Just of those that are alternatives to OPs

that are registered for the citrus industry, Spinosad still

doesn't fully, | believe, have a Code X MRL for citrus.
I m dacl oprid won't even be considered -- start to
get into the process until Year 2001. Buprofrizen

(phonetic), another material that we're | ooking at as an
alternative to OPs, has a Code X MRL only on oranges. And
Acetam prid, | don't know, |I'mnot famliar with that
mat eri al .

But, so, of those, those are ones right now at this
point that we are running into a certain degree of
vul nerability because we're shipping theminto international
mar ket s wi t hout an existing international MRL.

The Fruit and Vegetable Agricultural Technical
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Advi sory Committee on Trade two weeks ago net and endorsed
this concept of creation of an interim MRL process based on a
national review. So, that is progressing.

| would like to raise one other question, though,
for Jim In the evolution of this priority list, | think
this -- it's a very good idea that you noved alternatives to
OP up the list, but I would suggest that at maybe at this
point, we need to start thinking also in terns of B-2
carcinogens -- alternatives to carcinogens because the next
step down the road and the place that we're really | ooking is
in this area of post-harvest disease control.

And how we get through this process of working with
the registrants to not be afraid to get a product registered

that's used post-harvest, you know, it's a real dilemmn.

It's not an area where there is a lot of nobney. It tends to
be an -- in fruits and vegetable crops -- it tends to be an
area where risk -- (inaudible) -- gets used.

And it's an area where we're |ooking at real
probl ens because, once again, as Sarah pointed out, as |
tal ked about earlier, a lot of these materials are up for
review, not only here at EPA, but at -- in California by

OWEHA (phonetic) and internationally.
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So, we're looking for alternative post-harvest
di sease control materials, and | think we've got rea
probl ens | oom ng there.

MR. EHRMANN: Thanks. Okay, any other coments on
any aspect of the -- yeah, yeah, go ahead, Al.

MR. JENNINGS: To those who don't know him | would
like to introduce Bob Hol m (phonetic), the head of our IR 4
Program just to say a couple words about the registration
process from his perspective.

MR. HOLM  Well, we appreciate the opportunity to
be here. |1'm executive director of the IR-4 Program
headquartered at Rutgers University in New Jersey.

And those of you that don't knowit, we're the
partnership program between the USDA and the | and grant
systemto register crop protection solutions on m nor crops.

And, basically, what you normally tal k about m nor
crops are fruits and vegetables, and we really say about
everyt hi ng except corn, and soybeans, and cotton, and snall
grains. So, basically, a lot of the FQPA issues that we've
been di scussi ng.

We've taken the initiative the last five years as

part of our strategic plan to shift away from what we cal
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the FI FRA 88 response to re-registering older products to
| ooking at the newer chemi stries in the pipeline.

And we've done this several ways. W' ve gone to
registrants |ike Novartis and the other conpani es and asked
themto partner with us at an early stage and devel op m nor
crop strategies on their conmpounds so that -- and doing them
at the same tinme as mjor crops.

So, we're -- maybe we're part of the problemin
getting the registrants encouraged to do this and using our
parties at the EPA to hel p support those.

And as Marcia said, we' ve gone from 13 percent of
our projects that we reduced risk in 1996 to 80 percent this
year. So, we've done about an 180-degree turn.

The other thing we've done that we're very proud of
-- and Jimcan take a lot of credit for -- is what we cal
the EPA I R-4 Technical Working G oup.

And we nmeet quarterly with Jim and the
Regi stration Division, and Margaret Stasi kowski and her fol ks
in the Health Effects Division to see how we can nore
effectively and efficiently register these crop protection
tools on m nor crops.

And our pre-FQPA average on cl earances between '84
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and ' 96 was 100 per year. W got 313 last year. We're over
200 this year, and we hope to break 300 this |ast quarter
with Jims group

And we've done this because we've been creative in
the way we' ve been dealing with the Agency. W' ve been up-
front in the projects we're working on. We work with them on
the selection of petitions that we put together. W've done
sone things |ike summaries on our petitions that have aided
in the review process.

We've created sone different initiatives like
products with Spinosad on super crop groupings to use
surrogate data between crops to get crop grouping
regi strations.

And the tangible part of that was in the Federal
Regi ster January 12 of this year where 165 Spinosad
cl earances were granted by the EPA

So, we're really very proud of the initiative.
Marci a on down, have supported it, and we really appreciate
t he openness of the Agency to work with us in a very nuch of
a partnership environment to get these new tools registered.

Obviously, it's one thing to register them It's

anot her thing, as people have been pointing out, is to howto
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integrate those into systems. And, obviously, that's part of
t he PMS pl ans.

But we feel, first, you have to have the tool and
have it registered and then the determ nation on its uses is
up to the conmunity.

But we appreciate all the support that we get from
this group and, certainly, fromour funding parent, and
appreci ate Secretary Rom nger nentioning our inportant role.
And we certainly look forward to continuing to participate in
this process in the next few years.

MR. EHRMANN: Okay, | think -- any other comments
on transition issues or strategy issues? | think this has
been a rich conversation with a | ot of good perspectives and
sone seeds laid for future discussion by the conmttee.

Let me turn to Assistant Secretary Rom nger for
sone -- for his closing remarks since, again, he is going to
have to |l eave us in a few m nutes.

MR. ROM NGER: Thanks, John. Well, | think we have
had sone good presentations on the crop profiles and the pest
managenent strategic plans. And we had some good questions
and sonme good suggestions, though, that as we nove forward on

these, we'll be able to do an even better job in the
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1 preparation and the working on those pl ans.

2 The questions were asked on how these are used, and

3 what are the goals for the plans? So, | will give you ny

4 perspective, | guess, and | think a lot of it has already

5 been nenti oned.

6 But, certainly, a big part of the benefit is

7 getting the grower community, the researchers, the agencies,
F 8 and any others who are interested sitting down and talking
z 9 about their crop, and what they're using now, and what their
m 10 chal | enges are, what their problens are, what they're facing.
§ 11 And then working together in assessing what the
U 12 alternatives are and pointing out the research needs. Right
o. 13 off the bat, they come up with a list of research needs.
n 14 But | think as a consequence of | ooking at the
LLl 15 pesticides they're using and possible cultural practices,
> 16 ot her possibilities, they are | ooking at the whole system
- 17 nore than many -- nmaybe many of them have before. And maybe
E 18 sone of themfor the first tine are seeing the possibilities
m 19 for other alternatives, whether it's bio-controlled or
q 20 what ever it m ght be.
¢ 21 But they also cone up to then what are the new
n_ 22 registrations that m ght help solve sonme of their chall enges?
L
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So, but, basically, their information -- they
provide information that's necessary for making better risk
managenent deci sions for better transition strategies.
They're not the whole picture, as Paul pointed out. There is
a |lot of other information that goes into making those
deci sions, but these are critical needs, critical information
t hat goes into making a nuch better risk assessnent by the
agenci es.

So, that's how | see these plans -- the benefits of
these plans. | think they're just really a quantum | eap
forward in what we're able to provide.

| would just -- | would add that we've heard your
concerns around the table on issues that you think need nore
attention by CARAT, by the Agency and the Depart ment.

We talked a little bit at lunchtime and since then
about what m ght be sonme of the options, but we're waiting to
hear your discussion on how you think these could best be
handl ed, whether we're tal king about work groups or talking
about a session like you had yesterday before the next CARAT
nmeeting.

So, there are, you know, there are some ways that
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we can, | think, address the concerns that you're talking
about. And by the time you finish your discussion, | think
we'll have sonme -- the rest of the folks here will have sone
i deas on where we go fromhere, and we'll be working out
those then to get details.

But for nyself, thank you all for -- those of you
who are veterans -- for com ng back again. And for you new
fol ks, welcome and thanks for all the tinme and effort that
you're about to put in on these efforts.

MR. AMADOR: John --

MR. EHRMANN:  Yes?

MR. AMADOR: And thank you, M. Secretary, for the
intricacies of taking this process. | nean, the continuity
you bring to it, the interest you express, and the know edge
that you have is a trenmendous asset. So, we thank you.

MR. ROM NGER: Thank you.

MR. EHRMANN: Let me suggest that we take a 10-

m nute break, and then we'll come back with the public
participation presentation and di scussion of next steps,
public comrent.

MS. BAKER: John, can | say one --

MR. EHRMANN: Oh, yeah, sure.

For The Record, |Inc.
Wal dorf, Maryl and
(301) 870- 8025



495

1 MS. BAKER: |'msorry, | have to leave in a few

2 m nut es.

3 MR. EHRMANN: Ckay.

4 MS. BAKER: And before these fol ks get away, the

5 public participation process discussion is next. And one of

6 the things | wanted to do was conmmend EPA for the two -- at

7 | east the two technical briefings that we were personally
F 8 involved with that were held outside of Washi ngton, DC.
z 9 I know those took a | ot of resources on the part of
m 10 the Agency. | think they were extrenely effective. They
§ 11 al | owed people who aren't in Washington, DC, who have a | ot
U 12 of input into what goes on in ternms of how these products are
o. 13 used, and the inpacts of what happens, and what risk
n 14 m tigation should go forward.
LLl 15 And | just didn't want to get out of here without
> 16 maki ng sure that | made the point that | think those were
- 17 very valuable -- not only to the stakehol ders who use it, but
E 18 the California Departnment of Pesticide Regul ation advertised
m 19 the one that we held in Sacramento. | know EPA Region 9 also
q 20 advertised that.
¢ 21 And so, in addition to just having the growers
n_ 22 there who were inpacted by these two particul ar products that
L
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were discussed in Sacramento, there was al so an opportunity
for farm workers and other activist groups to cone to a place
where they typically couldn't get to Washi ngton, DC.

So, | think that's an inportant part to keep in the
process, to continue to try to outreach to those peopl e who
can't get here all the tine. So, thank you.

MR. EHRMANN: Thank you. Okay, a 10-ni nute break
We'll ring the bell.

(Wher eupon, there was a brief
pause in the proceedings.)

(END OF TAPE)

MR. EHRMANN: Friday at 4:00, the crowd is
thinning. W'Ill find out who the real --

UNI DENTI FI ED MALE: Who really wants to tal k about

FQPA.

MR. EHRMANN: COkay, why don't we go ahead and get
started? W do have a nunber of fol ks who -- given the
Friday afternoon of this -- need to -- either have already
had to or will be soon having to head out.

Let me turn to -- | know Jay is one of those
people, so I'mgoing to give hima noment to nake a coupl e

comments before he has to | eave; and then turn to Lois for
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the introductory comments on the public participation
process. Jay.

MR. VROOM Thanks, John. It seens like there is
no one directly representative of the turf and ornanent al
i ndustry at this table, and | know you've done a terrific job
of limting and trying to get bal ance here.

But sonme way, we mght -- just as a footnote --
t hi nk about how we could keep their interests represented. |
t hink that woul d be hel pful.

| wanted to go back -- | guess it was before |unch,
Bill Lovelace's remarks and Deputy Adni nistrator MCabe's

response. And | would maybe just offer the suggestion that |

think both of themare right -- could be right, and | believe
are correct in that there -- | nmean, honestly, we all know
there are politics associated with pesticides. | mean,

they're just inextricably |inked.

But at the end of the day, you know, | respect
where M ke is coming fromin terns of the decisions are made
in the context of the best avail abl e science.

But we all know that tim ng and process do get
shoved back and forth around, you know, political

considerations. And timng oftentines is as inportant as the
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substance of the deci sions.

And so, back to ny offer earlier to hel p assist
with a work group that mght try to get the facts |laid out as
we woul d analyze fairly, and openly, and transparently the
first three OP decisions in the context of the science
policies that are evolving and are those that are resol ved
and the SAP policy inputs.

There is a lot of good things happening, a | ot of
open-ended i ssues, and | would hope that some kind of a
mat ri x approach where in a snmaller work group kind of setting
we could get a |ot of that on the table -- could help us all
better understand what kinds of precedence have been
established -- either with intent or inadvertently -- and
whi ch i ssues renmain open and evol vi ng.

And, you know, |I'm always rem nded that we should
all be careful what we wi sh for, but the investnent of tinme
that we nake in these processes, | think, have been very,
very rewardi ng and val uable. So, thanks.

MR. EHRMANN: Okay, Bob, conmment?

MR. VROOM | just wanted to maybe go back to what
| had said earlier and apol ogize to sone extent for a little

bit of an outburst. | just want you to know that | spoke
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1 with Steve and Ji mduring the break, and they provided a
2 sati sfactory explanation. And | wanted you all to know t hat
3 fromny point of view, the matter is closed.
4 MR. EHRMANN: Thanks. Okay, Lois, why don't we go
5 to the presentation, and then we'll have di scussion on the
6 public participation process?
7 MS. ROSSI: Okay. As nmany of you know, EPA and
F 8 USDA has been using a pilot process now for the OPs -- going
z 9 t hrough tol erance reassessnent and re-registration for 22
LLt 10 nont hs.
§ 11 For those new to CARAT, or those who have been --
U 12 were on TRAC, and for those of you who are famliar with the
o. 13 OPs, and those who may not be as famliar with the OPs, the
n 14 pil ot process was a six-phase process that EPA and USDA
LLl 15 tested on the OPs.
> 16 Tab 15 in your notebook gives you the printout on
- 17 where these OPs are in the six-phase process, and it's al so
E 18 avail abl e on the Internet.
m 19 It was devel oped in conjunction with the TRAC and
q 20 focused on increasing transparency of our risk assessnent and
¢ 21 ri sk managenent documents and our deci sion-maki ng processes
n_ 22 and enhancing the public's opportunity to participate
L
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t hr oughout the process.
The phases alternate between EPA phases, public
phases, and a registrant phase. Phase | was a registrant
phase where they actually get to review the risk assessnent

for errors.

Phase |1, the Agency | ooked at the errors and
corrected them before the Phase I1l, which is the first tine
a prelimnary -- and, now, even prelimnary is a thing of --

a termof the past. The risk assessnent gets posted on the
I nternet for a 60-day public comment period, and that's
announced in the Federal Register.

Phase IV is the phase that the Agency and USDA use
to | ook at the cormments that were received on the risk
assessnment and make revisions and refinenments.

The fifth phase was actually the rel ease of revised
or refined risk assessnents and rel ated docunents to the
public, and it initiated another 60-day public participation
period focused on risk nmanagenent. For nmany chem cals, that
phase was kicked off with a technical briefing.

Ri sk managenent comrents and ideas during this
phase were usually received by EPA during nmeetings and

conference calls, as opposed to witten subm ssions through
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t he docket. M nutes of neetings and conference calls were
recorded and are placed in the public docket.

And the final phase, VI, is when EPA devel ops the
ri sk managenent actions and announces the decision in what is
being called an InterimRe-registration Eligibility Decision
Docunent, or an interimreg, or the acronym even, is |REDD

| believe in the last 22 nonths -- al nost two
years, it will be two years in August -- we have nade an

enor mous anmount of progress on the OPs through this pilot

process.

To date, we have released to the public for comment
prelimnary risk assessnents for 38 OPs -- that's the risk
assessnment that was announced in a Phase Ill -- and refined

conplex risk assessnents for 27 OPs.

So, all together, a total of 65 risk assessnents
were released -- those are not -- sonme have -- sone chem cals
have two -- a refined and a prelinmnary -- in 22 nonths.

We have held 16 technical briefings and five
st akehol der neetings. And as Cindy Baker nentioned before
she left, we even did sone of these around the country,
namely, in Sacramento and in Pasco, Washington. And we did a

st akehol der nmeeting in Tifton, Georgia, on Acephate. W did
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one in Olando on Ethion, and we did technical briefings on

t he nosquito sides in Ol ando, also.

We have in our process one OP still in Phase |1
where we're | ooking at the coments. Two in Phase IIll, three
in Phase 1V, five -- four in Phase V, and 23 that are
currently in Phase VI -- 23 that we are | ooking at naking

ri sk managenent decisions right now.

And five decisions we have issued, or at |east one
was recently signed. Bensulide, Cadusafos, Chlorethoxyfos,
and Sul f ot epp were decisions that were issued, and Profenofos
was assigned | ast week.

These are posted on -- three of them are posted on
the Internet right now -- Bensulide, Cadusafos, and
Chl or et hoxyf os.

We have al so had a number of conference calls that
we have participated in, as well as we have initiated in.
USDA has organi zed many conference calls on the OPs and even
t he non-Ops, and we've been doing that for the last 10
nont hs.

And on the five decisions that we have issued, we
have had cl osure conference calls where we have had a ful

range of stakehol ders participate in those closure conference
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calls. They basically announce the risk nmanagenent deci sion
prior to the docunent actually getting signed.

We have had to as a program grapple and take on
many difficult science issues. W've had to invent internal
processes, and the expanded stakehol der access to our risk
assessnent documents has been acconplished through our
| nt er net website.

At the last TRAC neeting that was held in QOctober,
EPA and USDA proposed a nodified public participation process
that woul d replace the pil ot being used for the OPs.

We approached the TRAC with a proposal because the
pil ot process had been tested by that tine for over a year,
and it was tine to take steps to adopt the final process.

We proposed to shorten the overall process and
i nclude several stakehol der participation enhancenents. EPA
and USDA proposed these changes based on our experiences wth
the pilot.

The process received m xed reviews fromthe TRAC
and ot her stakehol ders we spoke to, so EPA and USDA devel oped
a new proposal after considering all coments and our own
t hought s about our experience with the OP pilot process. It

is this redesi gned process that we proposed in a Federal
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Regi ster on March 15 of this year. The proposed
public participation process puts together the pilot --
public participation process and the nodified process that we
proposed to TRAC. It retained the six phases and nuch of the
structure of the pilot process and incorporates consi derable
enhancenents to public participation, including that we woul d
apply this process to all chenicals going through re-
registration and tol erance reassessnent.

Specifically, four points that it concentrated on
were increasing the communi cation with stakehol ders prior to
initiation of the process, nore up-front work to assure that
any risk assessnments that were done were based on the best
avail abl e data.

The addition of conference calls and neetings with
st akehol ders t hroughout the process, of course, which woul d
be docket ed.

The | engt hening of the public participation phase,
and the release of risk nmanagenent proposals to the public at
t he begi nning of Phase V. Typically, in the pilot process,
Phase V was just the risk assessnent and did not include risk
managenment proposal s.

A speci al enphasis again was placed on activities
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1 that would take place prior to Phase | before the start of
2 t he process to ensure that we had the nost conpl ete and
3 accurate set of information avail able.
4 The process al so enphasi zed the invol vement of
5 ot her federal governnent agenci es besi des USDA, such as HHS.
6 EPA has extended itself to include themin the process.
7 We have had several conference calls with the
F 8 Center for Disease Control about chem cals of interest to
z 9 them as well as we had a neeting with themin Atlanta
m 10 several nonths ago.
§ 11 In the proposal that we had in the Federal
U 12 Regi ster, we asked if the process should be used beyond the
o. 13 tol erance reassessnent and re-registration for
n 14 or ganophosphat es and be applied to all pesticides.
LLl 15 The proposal also nmakes it clear that EPA wil|
> 16 continue to use risk management deci sions on certain uses of
- 17 a pesticide at any tinme before or during the public
E 18 participation process if such an action is warranted by high
m 19 risk levels identified in the risk assessnents.
q 20 Whi | e EPA nay exercise this authority at any tine
¢ 21 during this process, the Agency makes -- will nake efforts to
n_ 22 keep affected stakehol ders and ot her federal governnent
L
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agencies well informed and involved in the decision-nmaking
process through neetings and conference calls, as
appropri at e.

The coment period on the process closed on May 15.
There was a slight extension given. W received about 15
comments froma diverse range of -- representing a diverse
range of opinions.

Many comrenters from all stakehol der groups voiced
support for the following itens -- increased and enhanced
EPA, USDA activities in the nonths prior to the start of the
process, including stakehol der nmeetings and conference calls;
and releasing to the public general pesticide use and usage
descriptions and the schedul e of the pesticides entering the
process; and discussions with pesticide registrants and
st akehol ders about the subm ssion of data and the data
subm ssi on schedul e.

Secondly, there was a | ot of support expressed for
the technical briefings and the stakehol der neetings. Third,
t here was support for the release of risk managenment
proposals for the -- in the public comment period in Phase V.
And, lastly, the enhanced public role for USDA and HSS.

In addition, there was general support for using a
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public participation process for all pesticides schedul ed for
tol erance reassessnent and re-registration.

We did receive opposing views on several topics.
For exanmpl e, sonme expressed wanting a | onger public coment
period, while others did not.

Sone supported allow ng registrants an opportunity
to identify errors in the risk assessnents in the beginning
of the process, while others strongly opposed it.

And, in fact, there were strong positions voiced
about how the whol e process was too short, while others
clai med the whol e process was too | ong.

From t hese coments, we believe that the six-phase
process we proposed is basically on the right track, and
we're in the process of finalizing that Federal Register
noti ce.

The | ast part of the notice also proposed that we
use -- proposed an interimprocess that could be used for
non-OPs right away for those schedul ed for the tol erance
reassessment and re-registration devel opnent in 2000 and
possi bly even in 2001.

The interimprocess was proposed so EPA coul d neet

its regulatory schedule for tolerance reassessnent and re-
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registration and, yet, maintain sone public participation
process and transparent process.

The interimprocess is a condensed version of the
OP pilot process and parallels the pilot in principle and
extends the pilot's significant benefits because it adheres
to the goal of transparency by releasing risk assessnents and
ri sk managenent documents to the public docket and the
I nt ernet website.

And the first -- the non-OPs that we're doing this
sunmer in the re-registration program the risk assessnments
on the chem cals, Trialate (phonetic), Terazol (phonetic),
and Oxyem | (phonetic) are scheduled to be posted next week
as part of this interim process for non-OPs.

It al so adheres to the goal of increased
st akehol der consultations by offering significant
opportunities for stakehol der input, especially through
nmeeti ngs and conference calls.

While there is no formal public comrent period
bei ng proposed on these chem cals, the Agency will accept
comments on the risk assessments and commits to | ooking at
ones that -- and considering ones that are submtted within

the first 30 days after the posting.
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And, of course, the re-registration eligibility
decisions that will be issued on these pesticides will have
t he normal public comment peri od.

In closing today, | feel that we've |l earned a | ot
from our experience with the OP pilot process over the | ast
two years. The process has provided a framework for
st akehol der participation and a chance for all to be involved
and participate.

We | earned that an open, transparent process has
benefits to the Agency's decision-nmaking process. And EPA,
toget her with USDA, has taken nany steps to make transparency
a real thing.

The process was docunented -- a process with
document ed phases al one gives sonme degree of predictability
in the process the Agency will use to nmake these deci sions
and allows for participation.

There were transaction costs on all stakehol ders’
parts. | mean, there has been a | ot of energy expended on
the part of stakeholders to read these assessnments and
comment on them as well as on the part of the Agency and the
Depart nent.

I n our docunents in order to be transparent and
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have peopl e have an understandi ng of the assessnments so that
they can fully participate in risk managenent, we realized
t hat our docunents needed to be clearer and easily
under st ood.

We have perfornmed -- we have provided summari es,
overvi ews, charts, tables, graphs, technical briefings to
assure a common understandi ng of the assessnment.

The public nmeetings, the many technical briefings
that, by the way, we did all of those neetings in the course
of a year. The first one we had was May 19 of |ast year, and
it was Azi nphos nethyl.

So, the 16 technical briefings, in addition to the
five stakehol der neetings were held within a year -- and the
conference calls and nunerous neetings that are docket ed.

We have al so had, on occasion, neetings where
vari ous stakehol ders have conme together to discuss a
chem cal, rather than meetings with just, maybe, where one
st akehol der group is represented.

And the posting of the status of the OPs on the
website assures that people will know where the OPs are in
t he process.

We are actively, again, working on Phase VI of the
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ri sk managenent on 21 OPs right now. W' re working and
consulting with USDA, and commpdity groups, and ot her
st akehol ders on ri sk managenment decisions, particularly to
address non-dietary risks as these chem cals go through the
re-registration and tol erance reassessnent process. And that
is -- those are ny renmarks.

MR. EHRMANN: COkay, comments, questions. Steve.

MR. RUTZ: Wit a mnute, got the wong one there.

MR. EHRMANN: That's all right, you're still Steve.
MR. RUTZ: | just pronoted nyself, how wonderful.
Lois, first of all, I would really like to thank you and your

staff for the visits to Florida and all the wonderfu
i nformation you' ve provi ded us.

One thing that, sort of, comes to mnd in |istening
to what has been said today is did the state | ead agencies
for pesticides regulation, sort of, serve as the Agency's
foot soldiers when it comes to enforcenent?

And one particular concern | have is when the
Agency, for whatever reason, determnes that it's necessary
to truncate the process and elim nate sonme of those public

participation steps and inplenent some sort of mtigation to
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deal with whatever the risk issues are.

That the states -- at least in the instances we've
had so far -- have been, sort of, out of the |oop, but we're
faced with figuring out, you know, the enforcenent issues,
and channels of trade, and existing stocks, and sone of these
ot her things, sort of, after the fact.

And | would just like to see or hear if the Agency
has any particul ar thoughts about how we m ght address that.

MS. ROSSI: Well, actually, as recently -- | think
we have heard that comment and are sensitized to it. And as
recently as even | think today, we have -- are contenpl ating
havi ng conference calls on sone of our decisions with states
and maki ng sure states know about the conference calls that
we do have. And that m ght be one way to incorporate that
into the process.

MR. EHRMANN: COkay. You have a comment, Marcia?

MS. MULKEY: | might add, it is very difficult to
figure out exactly when a matter is ripe enough for us to
tal k about it because your interest is at a very high | evel
of detail, as you know.

You know, we go in, you're going to deal with the

issue this way or that way, and even what the options are.
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Often, the tine between when we know enough about that to
tal k meani ngfully about that, and when the matter is
concl uded can be very short.

So, we struggle. W actually had discussions in
connection with Chlorpyrifos about how best to engage in that
di scussi on and when to do it.

And we, obviously, have not found a perfect answer.
| can only share with you that it's not as if we're
blissfully unaware. It's nmore difficult than that.

MR. RUTZ: But we would like to continue to work on
that, if we coul d.

MS. MJLKEY: We woul d, too.

MR. EHRMANN: Okay, Rob.

MR. HEDBERG. | would just like to say that | think
one of the biggest things and best things that came out of
t he TRAC process was the public participation and the
openness that everybody gained fromall of the efforts you
put into making the process avail abl e and accessi bl e.

| realize there are a |lot of costs involved with
it, but I also think, as a coment, that the decisions did
nmove along fairly quickly if you | ook at how |l ong it takes

the public participation process fromsone of the |and
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1 managenent agenci es on sonme of their decisions. So, | think
2 it is an efficient process now.
3 | did want to ask a question relative to the three
4 T products you nentioned that are -- am | correct that you
5 are going to use an interimprocess for sonme products this
6 sumer until the rule is final?
7 MS. ROSSI: Yes, yes, the -- for the non-OPs, we're
F 8 using an interimprocess this sumrer.
z 9 MR. HEDBERG. Is there a list of the products which
m 10 woul d be under this process avail abl e?
§ 11 MS. ROSSI: We published recently a status report
U 12 on pesticide re-registration. And in that, it lists the
o. 13 candi dat es.
n 14 Now, as far as the ones that we're actively working
LLl 15 on right now that we do believe we'll be able to make a
> 16 decision this sumer on, it's -- of those candidates, it's
- 17 Trial ate, Terazol, Mol inate (phonetic), possibly Vencoslin
E 18 (phonetic), Oxyenmil, and Propargite (phonetic).
m 19 And those are -- like | said, three of those are
q 20 getting posted, | think, June 28.
¢ 21 MR. JENNINGS: And if |I mght add, we've had
n_ 22 conference calls on, | think, all of those, haven't we, Lois?
L
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1

2 MS. ROSSI:  Yes.

3 MR. JENNINGS: Involving the user community?

4 MS. ROSSI: [|I'mnot -- | don't think we've

5 participated in all of them You've had them though, yeah.

6 MR. JENNI NGS: Okay.

7 MR. HEDBERG. Good. | guess my nmjor concern is
F 8 there are a nunber of major herbicides that could conceivably
z 9 cone under this interimprocess. And | would say that we
m 10 woul d like to make sure that we have full opportunity for a
§ 11 full process with any of the mmjor products.
U 12 So with that said, are there -- do you anticipate
o. 13 any major herbicides conmng in before the process is
a 14 finalized?
LLl 15 MS. ROSSI: Well, | think the process will -- the
> 16 interimprocess on the non-OPs may continue for a while just
- 17 so that we can keep on our re-registration tol erance
E 18 reassessnment schedul e.
m 19 But at some point, we will be able to phase in the
q 20 six -- | mean, we have to finalize the process first -- it
¢ 21 hasn't even been finalized -- and then begin to phase it in
(a8 22 to the extent that we can.
L
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1 The bal ance is between keeping a production
2 schedul e of making some decisions and trying to have a public
3 partici pation process.
4 MR. JENNINGS: And, Rob, we will add you to the
5 list for any herbicides that are com ng up that we're going
6 to have conference calls to talk about risk and mtigation,
7 those sorts of things. But we'll add you to our list to
F 8 routinely notify.
z 9 MR. HEDBERG. Yeah, | think, you know, any of the
m 10 scientific societies -- whether it's Vital Path (phonetic)
§ 11 Soci ety or entonol ogy -- should also be added if -- for the
U 12 respective -- (inaudible).
o. 13 MS. ROSSI: | nean, generally, the way we're
n 14 following it is the carbanmates are conmi ng up next. Several
LLl 15 of these ones that | nentioned are carbamates, and the
> 16 carci nogens -- the B-2 carcinogens are com ng up next.
- 17 So is classes according to our priority of
E 18 percei ved worst first or potential worst first, | should say.
m 19 That's how it goes.
q 20 MR. HEDBERG. Mmthmm | guess | would encourage
¢ 21 that, also, if there is sonething that is a major use --
n_ 22 t hese products you nentioned, at least to ny mnd, are
L
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relatively mnor use. But if there is sonething that becones
major, | think we really have to subject it to a full public
partici pation process, even if the rule is not finalized.

MS. ROSSI: NMm hmm
MR. EHRMANN: COkay, Gabrielle, and then Wally.

MS. LUDWG | have to agree with what Rob just
said, that the public participation process -- at |least from
nmy perspective as a grower representative -- is one of the
best things that came out of TRAC. And | -- the anount of

effort that Lois and her staff puts into it is rather m nd-
boggl i ng.

My question to you, Lois -- | guess it's on a
couple of levels. One is -- | have several questions -- one
is what is the quality of the comments that you're getting?
VWhat would you like to see? What are you getting? What are
you not getting? What works? What doesn't work, given that
we are the ones submtting coments?

MS. ROSSI: Well, the quality actually ranges. |
mean, we oftentinmes have gotten -- and |I've said this before,
| think, in TRAC nmeetings or in speeches -- we've often got a

| ot of data real quick because of this process.
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Data that allows us to refine risk assessnments that
gets nore towards the right route of exposure, things |ike
t hat .

So, we've got -- we get data in. And then | think,
you know, under the general category of how these pesticides
are used, what it's used on, the activities recently have
been focused on activities in the field.

The whol e worker risk has been a focus of a | ot of
t hese assessnments because many of the individual OPs are,
dietary-wise, are fitting into their risk; but there are
wor ker risks, and there are ecol ogical risks.

And because they're all in re-registration and not
just tolerance reassessnent, we are |ooking at worker and
ecol ogi cal ri sks.

So, use patterns, application nethods, acreages
treated -- all those types of things allow us to make the
ri sk assessnent nore specific to that chem cal rather than
usi ng default val ues.

MS. LUDWG And the other question | have is, how
does -- when the coments conme in, how do they get
di ssem nated to HED or to EPHED (phonetic)?

MS. ROSSI: That's an internal secret. No, what
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happens when the comrents cone in, is the chem cal review
manager, who is assigned to the chem cal within the Speci al
Revi ew and Re- Regi stration Division, |ooks at them all
catal ogs them and |ets us know, basically, what types of
conmments are comng in -- us being the managenent.

And t hen, they nanage the team basically, these
chem cal review managers. They manage the multi-disciplinary
team or the toxicologists, the residue chenm sts, the --

(i naudi ble) -- chem sts, the ecological scientists, and so
on. And those comments then are given to the teamto | ook at
and to review

MS. LUDWG Can | nake a comment on that?

MS. ROSSI:  Sure.

MS. LUDW G Because one -- and this actually goes
at a larger issue that | do think it would be worthwhile to
tal k about the occupational risk assessments in public.

Lois has been trying very hard to do that, but in
ternms of providing coments, understanding that, and getting
consi st ency.

But my other issue is one of I'm-- having revi ewed
vari ous of these risk assessnments, |'mnot seeing always the

sane things in each risk assessnent, especially on the
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occupational side. And nore frustrating is each tine it's a
di fferent group of people that does it -- the conpound.

And so, when you've explained, well, this is how we
do it in alnmonds to this group of people, you turn around and
you have to do it all over again.

And so, having been on several of these conference
calls or these things, a |ot of the same things get said over
and over again.

And |I'm just saying there is sonething there that I
think a step back to get that nore unified within that
information flow sonewhere better distributed across
everybody who is involved with those risk assessments woul d
be very useful.

And whether we do it here -- personally, | think
t hat woul d be useful because | think that was the other big
benefit of TRAC was goi ng through that dietary risk
assessnent hel ped the Agency be much stronger and nore
coherent in where they stood on those issues. That's just a
comment | wanted to say.

MS. ROSSI: | think that's a fair point. 1| think,
you know, it's a function of the number of people, the nunber

of chemni cal s. But as stuff becones routine and i nformati on
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becomes nmore standardized, | think you'll see that inproving,
t 0o.

MR. EHRMANN: Ckay, Wally, and then Ray, and Erik.

MR. EWART: | also would like to follow up with
ditto coments on thanking Lois and all the people who spent
the time going on the road to cone to the agricultural areas.
| think it was very val uabl e.

Unfortunately, it's very difficult to have growers
understand what's going on in Washi ngton, DC, even though we
all understand, of course, what's going on here.

But, anyway, by bringing this technical briefing to
the growers, | think it was very educational and gave them an
awar eness of the conplexity of what everyone is dealing with
and all, so it allowed themto discuss sone of the things
t hat they do.

The problemis always the problemthat the
t heoretical, or the default, or the risk assessnent doesn't
jive with reality, and that gives a jarring blowto a
grower's sense of security.

And so, to follow up on what Gabrielle said, there
is the concern that when you have a review of one chem cal,

and we've actually had a chance to get input into correcting
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sone of the things that where assunptions made that weren't
correct about the way we use chem cal s.

You conme to the next chenical, and we've got a
different set of assunptions that are made are also aren't
the correct ones, but it seens as if the process has to go
t hr ough agai n.

| realize it's a different set of people and al
that, but | think it would be val uable and save you tinme if
there were sone way of shepherding that information so that,
you know, you've got three or four chem cals conm ng up, are
t he peopl e doing those reviews aware of what just happened in
t he process for the last two or three?

And | think all of us would feel better, and that
we don't feel |ike we have to go over that ground every tine,
but it seens like it's al nost necessary.

And, so, that's one concern. And | realize that in
the big picture, that's just another time resource, but |

think you would get to nmuch better information if you could

do that.

MR. EHRMANN: Okay, Ray.

MR. MCALLI STER: Yes, |I'm Ray MAllister, sitting
in for Jay Vroom as the neeting wi nds down today. | would
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like to make several comments about the public participation
process.

Many of you will recall that in the sunmer of 1998
when this participation process was first proposed, that our
i ndustry was highly skeptical about it and very nervous.

But since then, | think we've conme to realize sone
very great benefits fromit -- from having the process open,
expl ained to us, to our custoners, to our allies. And I
think it has brought a great deal of benefit in making the
whol e process nore transparent.

We are concerned about sone deviations fromthe
pil ot participation process that we' ve seen over the |ast
year - and- a-hal f that have been perceived as unfair.

And | think, perhaps, the evaluation of the major
deci sions that have been made in the recent nonths, as
suggested by Jay earlier today, m ght be a place to take a
| ook at those and offer some nore detail ed coments.

Through our participation in the inplenmentation
wor ki ng group, we've submtted detailed comments on the
proposal for altering or revising the public participation
process. |I'mnot going to repeat all of those, but just a

coupl e of key highlights.
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One concern is that tel escoping the data subm ssion
and review into a relatively short time period that's defined
by the public participation process can put quite a strain on
all involved -- those who are preparing and submtting the
data, as well as the agencies who nust reviewit.

And we m ght want to | ook at a way of calling in
that data very early in the process so that there is time to
t hi nk about getting the right data available and time for the
agency to review it thoroughly.

We're opposed to the interimpublic participation
process. It |acks adequate comrent -- public coment --
opportunity. We don't believe there should be -- there
shoul d have to be an interim process between the public -- or
the pilot process and what becones a final or nore permnent
process.

We believe that all conmpounds eval uated up until
the time that a refined process is put in place should take
advantage of the pilot public participation process.

And, finally, I think it's entirely appropriate --
and we would strongly urge the EPA and USDA -- bring a final
draft of that public participation to this group for review

in a subsequent neeting or possibly in a subcommttee or a
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1 conference call neeting before that tine.
2 MR. EHRMANN: COkay. FErik.
3 MR. OLSON: | had a question about, really, Phase
4 VI, | guess, and what it neans and perhaps focus nostly on
5 wor ker risks for Azinphos nethyl and Chlorpyrifos, both.
6 And | think for sone other chemi cals there have
7 been significant worker risks identified that -- at least in
F 8 our view -- haven't really been dealt with.
z 9 And |'m curious as to when we woul d expect some
LLt 10 kind of final decisions on worker risk issues for sone of
§ 11 t hese?
U 12 MS. ROSSI: On the decisions that -- on the five
o. 13 that | said we closed on -- those were addressed. You
a 14 haven't seen themyet, but you will see that they were
LLl 15 addressed when they' re posted.
> 16 Azi nphos and Met hyl Parathion are still in Phase
= 17 VI. We haven't issued final interimREDs on those. And
E 18 we're again on schedule to try and do these by the end of the
m 19 cal endar year.
q 20 MR. OLSON: So, that would -- the interim RED woul d
¢ 21 address the worker risk issue.
(a8 22 MS. ROSSI: It does.
L
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1 MR. EHRMANN: Okay, any other comments for the

2 Agency on this process? Thank you, Lois. I'mgoing to --

3 the next item on our agenda has to do with next steps and

4 options for how the commttee m ght neet in the future and

5 function.

6 And what | would like to do is ask M ke MCabe, our

7 co-chair, to share sonme thoughts about that and then have
F 8 reactions to those to give us a starting place for that
z 9 di scussi on.
m 10 MR. MCCABE: We have been talking -- Rich Rom nger
§ 11 and everybody up here have been tal ki ng about what the next
U 12 steps are. We've had sone conversations with folks out in
o. 13 the hall.
n 14 And what we're currently thinking about is that a
LLl 15 good tinme for the next session of CARAT would be in the early
> 16 autum, probably the first part of October -- to have a
- 17 nmeeting then.
E 18 What we'll be doing is working to develop a
m 19 specific agenda after we've had an opportunity to think about
q 20 what we've heard today, to absorb some of the viewpoints that
¢ 21 have been raised, and to | ook over the |ist that has cone up
(a8 22 in the |ast two days.
L
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One approach that we are considering would involve
a one-day work session on several of the specific
reassessnment and transition issues where you've identified a
need for further discussion and further information that you
need fromthe government.

This would be followed by a CARAT neeting the next
day built around an appropriate agenda, and it could feature
di scussion of certain key focused issues that are inportant
to you, inportant to the commttee.

So, that would be the next CARAT neeting. |In order
to address the committee's interest and invol vement in other
critical reassessnent issues and to involve CARAT and their
participation in some key policy issues, we thought it would
be useful to conduct a technical briefing workshop on
curmul ative risk assessnent.

EPA expects to publish its proposed science policy
on curul ative risk assessnent next week, and that will begin
a 60-day comment period. Now, what is the nost effective and
useful way of getting CARAT involved in that?

In July, | think, EPA can host a session to explain
t he proposed policy and answer questions about it. W would

hope that this would assure full and robust public
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participation in what is clearly a very inportant science
policy issue.

This woul d be val uable, not only to EPA, but |
think to the nmenbers of CARAT and the public in general. And
what we will do is work with USDA to maxim ze the
participati on of CARAT nenmbers in that July workshop.

So, we will be rolling out nore information about
that. It can be -- it will be comng up pretty quickly, so
we want to make sure that we get as much information to you
as soon as possible.

In general terms, | think that it's inmportant to
note that in addition to cumul ative risk workshop briefing,

t he next CARAT neeting, those formal activities that are part
of CARAT -- it's inportant to remenber that there are |ots of
opportunities existing and potential for your participation
wi t h EPA and USDA.

We want to hear you on the inportant issues you're
rai sed. You nmake an inportant contribution, and we val ue
t hat contri bution.

As part of our followup to what we've heard today,
we're going to nake every effort to use the existing

mechani sms |i ke notice and conment procedures and ot her
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advi sory committees, as well as consider new means, new
foruns to provide opportunities for you to further engage,
and comment, and contribute to discussion on a full range of

the i ssues that have been identifi ed.

| also think it's inportant not to forget -- as a
nunber of you have illustrated through some coments and
anecdotes -- that EPA and USDA wel come additional information

and i nput fromindividuals and organi zati ons at any point in
t he process.

We have heard from many of you. We have nmet with
many of you on many of the issues that were di scussed today,
and we'll continue to do so.

This is not the only ability you have to contact
EPA, to contact USDA. And we are not about to wal k out of
here and say goodbye, see you in October. W value your
contribution, and we will continue to seek you out, as |I'm
sure you will continue to seek us out.

So, this is part of the process that we're engaged
in. These are inportant issues. These are conplex issues,
and we need you, and you need us. So, we are going to
certainly continue the relationships that we have built.

| throw the options out for next steps on the
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Oct ober CARAT neeting -- the possibility of cunulative risk
assessnent briefing and the workshop that can cone in July.

(END OF TAPE)

MR. EHRMANN: -- from USDA have sonme additional --
(i naudi ble) -- and then we could -- sone activities that you
were contenpl ating- -

UNI DENTI FI ED MALE: On top of --

MR. EHRMANN: No, you first. Who wants to talk?
Grab the m ke, sonebody.

UNI DENTI FI ED MALE: The boss | eaves, and we don't
know what to do. The boss discussed -- we discussed this
with the boss. | would like to hear how before the next
CARAT neeting we can get a smaller group together of
interested people to give us sonme feedback and some gui dance
on where do we go with crop profiles and, perhaps nore
i nportantly, the pest nmnagenent strategic planning effort?

Certainly, you ve got a couple of docunments there
that we think are pretty nmuch final, but we still certainly
woul d appreciate any coments, advice, you know, for the next
iteration. As these things evolve, what do we need to | ook
at that's not there?

But | would like to get sone exchange going on
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1 those two itens, certainly before fall -- October, Septenber,
2 Novenmber -- whenever that is. So, any ideas, advice you have
3 on that, | would appreciate.
4 UNI DENTI FI ED MALE: Let me just suggest a couple
5 things. | think as far as the work on the pest managenent
6 strategic plans, that a good tinme would probably |et us get
7 past this grant-making cycle so we can, sort of, have a post
F 8 nortem on PMAP and Crops at Ri sk, and RAMP, and how t hose
z 9 wer e managed by the Departnent through their review and
m 10 sel ecti on process.
§ 11 And al so how plans where they were a conponent of a
U 12 subm ssion -- or the lack of themin sone cases -- because it
o. 13 is a bit of a new concept in this whole process of how t hey
n 14 cane into play in helping to shape the decision-making
LLl 15 process with the panels.
> 16 And | think nmost of that grant-nmaking cycle should
- 17 be done in July, correct?
E 18 MR. JENNINGS: Decisions will be nade in a few
m 19 weeks. Whether they will be announced, | don't know. Sone
q 20 del ay between panels and actual announcenent.
¢ 21 MR. EHRMANN:  Conmment ?
n_ 22 UNI DENTI FI ED MALE: Yeah, | wanted to comrent from
L
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FDA's perspective. There was a | ot of concern about the
channel s of trade, guidance, and how we night -- how we are
going to go about inplenmenting the FQPA provisions on that.

| do want to enphasi ze that we have an FDA process,
and it's inperative that comments cone into the FDA process
on channels of trade, and we very nuch want to hear what you
think will work and won't work.

But | think we're even nore anxious to hear
sol uti ons because we've beat our heads agai nst this one, and
there isn't a sinmple solution. And I like nice, neat
mat hemat i cal solutions, and this one sure doesn't conformto
t hat approach.

So, it's inportant that you get your comments into
FDA's docket, into FDA' s process. Thanks.

MR. EHRMANN: Thank you. Davi d.

MR. WHI TACRE: M. Deputy Adm nistrator, |I'm-- as
you were talking, | was thinking in terns of the proposal
about next steps.

| think the proposal to have a day meeting in which
there is a interactive workshop or approach before the CARAT
nmeeting can work if it's mainly an information downl oad.

If there are things going on that really need to be
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understood and a ranp built up to the next day, if, in fact -
- and so, maybe for the next neeting that makes sense.

But in the TRAC neeting, we also -- or TRAC
process, we al so noted sonmething else. That where there were
-- what | will describe as thorny issues that had very strong
views on either side that were being worked through, the
wor kshop approach or the breakout group approach worked
because people could spend nore tine.

And then there was a waiting period, perhaps, of a
bit | onger before the neeting, so things could, sort of,
settle out, or steep, or whatever the right word is.

So, |I'm not sure exactly what is on the agenda the
next time, of course, and none of us know exactly. But,
per haps, that you could, sort of, let the format be dictated
by what is going to be considered.

Just one thought -- the idea about a workshop for
cunul ati ve may be very good and a critical one. | think in
sone ways cunul ative risk assessnment is going to be the
centerpiece of FQPA. It's going to be the toughest one, and
it may not be sorted out for a long tinme. But a |ot of work
that has gone into it by a lot of people in this room and

el sewhere, it would be a good thing to do.

For The Record, |Inc.
Wal dorf, Maryl and
(301) 870- 8025



-
<
L
=
-
O
o
(@
L
>
—
- -
o
o
<
<
o
L
2
=

© 00 N oo o b~ wWw N

N NN R R R R R R R R R R
N B O © 0 N O O N W N kB O

534

But | think I would suggest sonething else, but
before the inplenentation of whatever cones out of the post
notice period, that maybe the next CARAT neeting could be set
bef ore that inplenentation begins.

The one final small coment -- the -- a good thing
happened this time. Well in advance of the first CARAT
neeting, there was a Federal Register notice that touched on
sone of the topics that was -- that were going to be covered.
| thought that was a good thing, and | would suggest that you

do it the next tine.

In fact, | would suggest that you, sort of, expand
-- not sort of -- expand on the probable constituents that
would -- will go on the agenda or may go on the agenda. So,

make a little bit longer list. W may talk about this, these
are the general areas, so you're not pinned down, but |et
peopl e think about, maybe, what is nost inmportant for that
tinme.

| found that useful, | nade sone notes, and it was
hel pful. So, | would do that again. Thank you.

MR. EHRMANN: Okay, Bob did you have a comment ?
' m sorry.

MR. ROSENBERG. Yeah. | was wondering -- the USDA
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i dea on putting together a -- (inaudible) -- nmaybe an offline
wor kshop or briefing. | wondered whether the Agency woul dn't
entertain the idea of a | ess formal workshop or briefing on
non-di etary exposure?

And the reason | say that is there is a bunch of
fol ks out there, people |like golf course superintendents, and
| awn care operators, and tree care guys, and a whole |ot of
ot her people who are not agriculture.

And | know it's not a core issue for a lot of folks
here, but there hasn't been as much di scussion publicly about
t hose ranges -- that range of issues except for a couple of
sci ence policy papers that were highly technical, and sone
brief discussions that we've held in the TRAC process, and
t hen probably the discussion that occurred in the
Chl orpyrifos technical briefing.

There really hasn't been an opportunity for the,
you know, the non-dietary exposure community to buy into this
process or to try to understand it and, you know, for what
it's worth -- you know, maybe | know as nuch as anybody, and
| don't know nuch at all

And there is a lot of folks out there that know

little, and | think it would be sonething that would be
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val uabl e to the Agency.

UNI DENTI FI ED MALE: Bob, | think that's part of
M ke's |l ast statenent -- that there is any nunber of other
ways -- formal, informal, sem -formal -- that we try and do
all of the things that it takes to do our job.

And | think in that spirit, obviously, some kind of
public thing -- whatever that noun should be -- is
appropri at e.

I mean, the residential exposure task force
probably has a dog in the fight and all the rest. And where
are we now? Where are we going? Were are the assessnents,
as Lois, sort of, you know, dinged everything, but, okay,
sone of those are nore residential or non-ag uses than
others, and all that.

| think that's appropriate. So, | think it's just
a matter of figuring out the best way to respond to your
basic point, and we can do that, so --

MR. EHRMANN: Jam e.

MS. CLOVER- ADAMS: | would just ask for the sake of
budgets that if you know you're going to have a neeting in
Cct ober, that we set the date at | east 30 days out so those

of us who have to travel don't have to spend $1,200 on a
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pl ane ticket.

And the other thing | wanted to coment, | |iked
t he book, and | would appreciate getting that, also, in
advance so that | have tine to read it and think things
t hrough before | get here. | can provide better advice if
|"ve had time to think things through. Thanks.

MR. EHRMANN: Yeah, both very good suggesti ons.
Certainly on the first one, the dates will be set well in
advance of the tinme frames that we dealt with -- had to dea
with this time, given the formation of the new conm ttee.

So, we'll do -- and | know the Agency and
Departnment would do that -- and also in the materials. And
appreci ate the other feedback on the materials in terns of
the format that was used. | think that will help give
gui dance for what should be prepared for the next neeting.
Mar k.

MR. WHALON: Actually, | have a coment for Eldon
Otman in his absence.

MR. EHRMANN:  COkay.

MR. WHALON: And then | have a couple things |
woul d |i ke address. Eldon wanted me to speak to the PMSP

docunments, and his comments are these. First, he wanted to
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say that PMSPs were discussed as if there were tactics and
apparatus strategies on the shelf in all these cases for OP
repl acenents.

And he agrees that in some cases they are there,
but it's not true in all cases and, certainly, is not a
generalizabl e statenent that you can make broadly.

It's not a matter of substitution, i.e., plug-and-
play. It's a matter of transition over a continuum And |
agree with himon this. You need to identify the potenti al
tactics, and evaluate them and denonstrate, and educate, and
inplenment; and it takes a long tine to do that.

So, his concern is, is that how can the | and grant
partners of the USDA in the process of inplenmentation of
these realize the capacity to serve its constituency in this
process when the resources -- people, tine, funds -- are
decl i ning and have declined?

Maybe that will be filled by the NGOs. Maybe it
will be filled by Larry Elworth, but | doubt it.

So, that needs address, and that bridges into what
| would like at some point in CARAT to address. And that is
t he unfunded mandate and the uni ntended consequences of this

pi ece of legislation on the partners to EPA and USDA. Not
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only on the commodities and | and grants, but there is sone
shared in EPA regions, for exanple, or NGOs.

So, until we actually look at that -- and maybe
this is where the appropriate econoni c assessnment cones in --
| would like that on a document -- on the docket sonetine.
That's a crucial issue.

MR. EHRMANN:  Yeah -- (inaudible).

MR. PITTS: Mark, we hear what you're saying.
We've had a | ot of discussion about the infrastructure issue,
and we got into it alittle bit with the pesticide applicator
trai ning program

| think that that isn't going to be the be-all and
end-all, obviously, but we do realize that on top of the
program we' ve got in place now, we need to enhance that.

But PAT is an area that the Departnment has not
gi ven adequate attention to, and |I think that, one, we see a
little bit a ray of hope in our budget up on the Hill that we
will see sonme funding there.

But | do think as far as trying to rebuild that
capacity, that is going to be sonmething the Departnent is
very much focused on, and it should be reflected in our 2002

budget that we send out.
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UNI DENTI FI ED MALE: | just rejoin -- | think it's
| arger than that, Keith, and | know that you realize that.
Sonepl ace, at sonme tinme, we -- | nean, we are going to nove
ahead with these strategic plans for specific crops. Well,
what about the strategic plans to back-fill for the
transition?

MR. EHRMANN: COkay, Rob, and then Ray, and then
we'll summarize. Yeah, Rob.

MR. HEDBERG. Just because | haven't heard it
mentioned yet, | think that we m ght also want to consider a
one-day work session or work sonething relative to the
dri nking water issues.

We' ve got four science policy papers expected in
the near term and | think they m ght not be as inportant as
cunul ative risk. But | think they're going to be sone
drivers of mmjor decisions, and it would behoove us to
di scuss themin detail.

MR. EHRMANN: Okay, Ray.

MR. MCALLI STER: Earlier we suggested the formation
of a work group to | ook at evaluation of the mmjor OP
deci sions as one potential work group topic. And the pest

managenent strategy plans, crop profiles nentioned by Al
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nm ght be another topic for a work group, and you haven't
nmenti oned anything about formation of work groups. How do --
is that something you're considering, or how would we handl e
t hat ?

MR. JENNINGS: It is sonmething that we are
considering. W'IIl |look at sone of the suggestions that have
been made, and we'll be getting back in touch with you.

MR. EHRMANN:  And | think there is, kind of, three
nmet hodol ogies, if you will, that | think the Agency and the
Departnment are thinking about.

One is -- and these aren't in order of priority but
just, kind of, working back fromthe nmeeting -- one is the
ki nd of approach that was used yesterday and Dave referenced
in terns of a day before sessions to educate, inform brief.

Dependi ng on the nature of the issue, that nay nake
t he nost sense. It also, obviously, has sone resource
savi ngs issues for both the Agency, the Departnent, and al
of you in terns of the fol ks who are traveling.

And so, that's one kind of nmethodology. Second is
the idea of workshops, briefings that, | think, the
cumul ative idea that M ke shared is -- would fit that nodel

Where there is a key issue that the Departnent and
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t he Agency want to nmake sure that CARAT is both inforned
about and has an extra opportunity, if you will, to provide
input into. And then the third is the possibility of sone
ki nd of work groups.
One thing we did -- we at Meridian did recomend to
t he Agency and the Departnent based on our assessment of TRAC

was that there seenmed to be a desire anong a nunmber of people

to not have, quote, unquote -- and this doesn't nean this is
the way it has to go but just to give you the sense -- that
there was a -- folks were not as excited about the idea of

st andi ng work groups as they were around the idea of creating
a group to deal with a specific issue, which I think is nore,
per haps, in the context that Jay was suggesting for the item
you nenti oned.

So, | think those are all different options that
the co-chairs would like to reserve the right to think about,
and then we will get back to all of you in the near future
with some kind of communication that |ays out these dates for
Cct ober neeting, kind of how these things are going to be
proceed.

If there is going to be a workshop in July,

obvi ously, get those dates to you as soon as possible so you
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have the big picture of what is going to happen between now
and t hen.

MR. JENNINGS: 1It's not only a content issue. It's
a resource issue, too. And howit fits into the overall
wor kl oad of the agencies and the resources that we have. And
these are all good suggestions, they're all inportant, but we
al so have to put themin the context of everything else we've
got to do.

MR. EHRMANN: Jean-Mari, comrent? You need a m ke
t here?

MS. PELTIER: | apol ogize for |leaving the room and
if this has already been raised, |let me apologize. But | do
think there were at | east one other subject that was raised
t hat maybe woul d make sense to have as a di scussi on conponent
or part of a workshop.

And that's the area of worker exposure and the
worker risk analysis. |I'mfamliar with the way the
California Departnment of Pesticide Regul ation assesses that,
but I think it has been something of a question mark for us
and, once again, an area where we in the user community woul d
like to be able to work coll aboratively on reducing risks and

comng up with mtigation strategies.
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So, | think as a first shot, we need to understand
nore about how the Agency is using it, using default
assumptions, the plans for use of the information fromthe
Reentry Task Force, and sonme nore of those detail kinds of
t hi ngs.

MR. EHRMANN: Okay. Let's go to -- well, we just
have one person who has signed up for public coment. So,
let me see if that person would like to nake those coments,
and then I'Il turn it to Mke for closing thoughts.

Andy Amanis (phonetic) -- there he is. Just tell
us who you are with, please, and --

MR. AMANIS: Good afternoon, |'Il be brief. [I'm
Andy Amanis with Mdcshugon (phonetic) North America. |'m
speaki ng on behal f of the Chem cal Producers Distributors
Associ ation, an association with over 90 nmenbers which supply
crop protection conpounds, honeowner products, copper
products, and earth adjutants.

CPA views the CARAT process as going a long way to
i npl ement sound sci ence, making the process transparent, and
i nvol vi ng st akehol ders, and providing transition strategies.
We woul d urge that you include non-ag, as well.

As EPA nmoves forward on inplenmenting the tol erance
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ri sk assessnents -- tolerance reassessnent, we woul d suggest
that it takes its tine to involve and protect m nor uses.

EPA is commended for providing CARAT a copy of its
update on cancer guidelines. W would suggest that be added
to CARAT's agenda so that it could be included in the
tol erance reassessnent process. Thank you.

MR. EHRMANN: Thank you. Anyone else wishing to
make public coment? Okay, M ke, closing thoughts.

MR. MCCABE: |'m not going to take too nuch tinme
because | know people are eager to get out. And for those of
you who have stayed until the bitter end, thank you. Thank
you for your contributions today and for your contributions
in the future.

This is an inportant process for us. |It's an
i nportant conmttee. Secretary Rom nger and | both feel that
it is something that is not only inportant to our agencies
but inmportant to us individually. That's why we are taking
the time to not only spend today with you, but to commt to
anot her neeting in the fairly near future.

And to ensure that our agencies hear you, that we
make CARAT an inportant part of our process, that we

integrate it into our process, and that we use it.
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As | said earlier, these are conplex issues. These
are issues that have significant inpacts, not only for the
user community, for agriculture, for the public, but for the
environnent, in general. And we need the best mnds. W
need the best people that are in the field to help us with
t hese deci si ons.

I, again, want to thank you for being here, for the
i nvest nent that you' ve nade, and that you will make, and I
| ook forward to working with you in the future. Thanks.

MR. EHRMANN: Thank you very much. Travel safely.
We' Il be in touch.

UNI DENTI FI ED FEMALE: May | ask one question? |Is
there a Charles Franklin (phonetic) in the roon?

MR. EHRMANN: Charles Franklin in the roon? But
t hey know who he is.

UNI DENTI FI ED FEMALE: He left his IRS letters here.

(Wher eupon, the neeting

was concl uded.)
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CERTI FI CATE OF TRANSCRI PTl ONI ST

I, Patricia DePlasco, do hereby certify that the
foregoi ng proceedi ngs were transcri bed by ne via audi ot ape
and reduced to typewriting under my supervision; that | am
nei t her counsel for, related to, nor enployed by any of the
parties to the action in which these proceedi ngs were
transcribed; that | amnot a relative or enployee of any
attorney or counsel enployed by the parties hereto, nor
financially or otherwi se interested in the outcone in the

acti on.
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