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PP§ 6¥1830: Chlorpyrifos on Sorghusm.
Amsndment of 5/31/78.

ilfred Smith, Chemist, REB,
Hazard Zvaluation Divisien (¥8-T69)

P #12 (Frank T. Sanders) and TO0X
Chief, RECB

The amendment i3 in response to our letter of 3/26/7T7
{Frank T. EBanders, P¥ 12) which indicated several deficlencies . =
of the petition whieh precluded a favorable reconnendation.

Tre petitioner's response seeks to resolve the deficiencies
indieated. ‘ '

A revised label has been zudmitted. Bvwest varieties of
gorghum are not to be treated, and the treated eropgis not to
be used for forage, fodder, hay, or silage within 14 days
after the last trestment. These changes reselve the deficienciesn
poted in items 1 arnd & of our reject letter.

A revised tolerance proposal has been sudbmitted for residues
{in fodder. A tolerance of 6.0 ppm is now proposed for eombined
residues of ehlorpyrifos and its metabolite 12 or on. sorghum

fodder, This resolves the queation ra;ge@51n>itam 2 of our .. -

reject letter.

Grain an&'%illingvyractions

Samples of grain sorghum were obtained from crops in ]
¥ississippi and Kansas. The crops had been treated as proposed
and sampled at normal harvesit of k% sand 62 days after the last
treatment. The grain samples were analyzed and processed to
milling fraetions. COmnly the sample frem Hisaissippl yielded -
sufficient residues in the grain to shov residues in the milling
fractions. ’

The grain had residues of 0.27 ppm. The flour, shorts, aad -
middings had residues of 0.06-0,.2T7 ppm. MHaximum residues in theé
bran (0.42 ppom), gera (0.38 ppm), and screenings (0.%0 ppm) are
2ll higher than the level in the grain. The concendration :
factors are: bran (1.6%); germ (1.4X); screenings (1.5X). Con-
trary to the petitioner's view, & fo0d additive tolerance 1s
necessgary to cover residues in these itens. ¥hile such itenms
ere not human foods, they are used in the livestoek didt.



