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quotients (RQ) for birds and mammals have been corrected.

o All references to "Bayer Inc.’s" will be replaced with "Bayer Corporation’s"

o The inclusion of the table on pages 145 to 147 was in error; therefore, it has been
deleted.

o A brief description of the averaging period used to generate the average EEC’s for
the chronic risk to birds and mammals was added..

o In the surface water assessment, an explanation of how the aerobic aquatic
degradation rate was derived has been added. It is 3 times the aerobic soil metabolism input
value in PRIZM.
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The following issues raised by the registrant are addressed below but do not
require a revision to the EFED science chapter.

0 An aerobic aquatic study (MRID 4411801), identified by the registrant, which is not
included in the document. This study was reviewed by EFED and found to be invalid;
therefore, it was not incorporated into EFED’s assessment of azinphos methyl. The completed
DER will be sent shortly.

0 A mesocosm study (MRID 41549401), identified by the registrant, which is not
included in the document. This study was reviewed by EFED and found to be invalid;
therefore, it was not incorporated into EFED’s assessment of azinphos methyl.

o In the surface water assessment, a value of 1.02x10-4 h-1 was used for the aerobic
aquatic degradation rate. The correct value should be 1.51x10-4 h-1. However, since the
hydrolysis rate was considered in the assessment, the corrected value of 1.51x10-4 h-1 does
not make a significant effect on the results of the surface water assessment.

The following issues raised by the registrant will be addressed during the 60 day
comment period:

o Comments regarding the use of a monitoring study to establish the acute ground water
exposure concentration.

o The supplemehtal status of the Deer Mouse (MRID No. 408583-01) study.
o EFED’s interpretation of the terrestrial field and pen tests.

"0 A rainbow trout study (MRID No. 158231), identified by the registrant, which is not
included in the EFED chapter.



o A difference in NOEC for the Bobwhite reproduction study. This was not used in
the risk assessment. ' ‘

o The method used to derive the average EECs in the assessment of chronic risk to birds
and mammals. '

o The foliar half-live in supplemental studies conducted in Georgia and Mississippi.

o The registfants interpretation of the field dissipation studies in Georgia and Mississippi.
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