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MEMORANDUM

SUBJECT: Peer Review Meeting on Simazine Following SAP Review.

FROM: Henfy Spencer, Ph.D.['céngW "/(%/"0

Review Section II
Toxicology Branch I
Health Effects Division (H7509C)

TO: Jude Andreasen
Special Review Branch )
Special Review and Reregistration Division (H7508C)

The Health Effects Division (HED) Peer Review Committee met
on October 25, 1989, to reconsider the evaluation of simazine
following the presentation to the Scientific Advisory Panel (SAP)
(Panel Meeting September 28, 1989.

A. Peer Review Committee Individuals in Attendance: (Signatures
indicates concurrence unless otherwise stated).

Penelope A. Fenner-Crisp ﬂngéf{( j42 9{71414 LM,J‘,,

Esther Rinde

John D. Quest

Kerry Dearfield

Karl Baetcke

Reto Engler

Bill Burnam

Bill Sette

Marion Copley </7Z}A/kﬁh ég7iéi%;7

Julie Du NI T

-

Rich Levy



2. Scientific Reviewer: (non-panel member responsible for
data) .

Henry Spencer

3. Peer Review Members in Absentia: (Members who were unable to
attend the discussion, signatures indicate concurrence unless
stated).

tp——

Richard Hill

Yin-Tak Woo ' /(/Mo 12l L),
Robert Beliles C:EiéﬁLA;fa 63&1&314<4

Marcia Van Gemert

George Z. Ghali . 6‘ ({/L& C

4. Other attendees: (Observers).
Hugh Pettigrew jzimé?/%%%z:224-“
Albin Kocialski fi\ak__\g- Q43v~4~f>k\~
B. Conclusion:

The SAP agreed with the Peer Review of simazine cla551fy1ng
it as a C carcinogen based on tumors in females in one species
(rat). The SAP also volunteered that a Q * should not be used to
gquantitate risk for the chemical.

However, the Peer Review Committee in attendance considered
it appropriate to use the Q,* to quantitate risk until the
registrant provides data show1ng hormonal induction of tumors.
This classification is consistent with action on similar
chemicals, i.e., atrazine. 1In addition the Peer Review Committee
recommended that the Agency ask for further mutagenicity testing
to include a mouse lymphoma assay, an in vivo micronucleus assay
and a cell transformation assay.

"The Welght of the Evidence used to determine the classification

remains the same as excerpted below from the original peer review
document, dated July 31, 1989 by Esther Rinde, Ph.D.



"F., Weight of Evidence Considerations:

The Committee considered the following facts regarding the
toxicology data on Simazine to be of importance in a weight-of-
the-evidence determination of éncogenic potential.

1. Simazine was not associated with increases in neoplasms when
fed in the diet to CD-1 mice, at doses up to 4000 ppm. The study
was considered to have been adequately conducted.

2. Simazine was associated with statistically significant
increases in carcinomas of the pituitary gland (at the HDT) and
mammary gland (at the mid (100 ppm) and highest dose) in the
female Sprague-Dawley rat, when fed in the diet at doses up to
1000 ppm. The incidence of mammary gland tumors at the HDT was
well outside the range reported for historical controls at the
testing facility. The incidence of pituitary gland tumors was
just outside the historical control range; however, it exceeded
(considerably) the incidences reported for 6 out of 7 studies,.

3. The pituitary tumors in the female rats were fatal with a
possibly accelerated onset, and the mammary carcinomas also
contributed to the increased mortality at the HDT, according to
the study authors.

4. Although the HDT may have-exceeded the MTD, the mid-dose was
well below, and the mammary tumors in the female rat were
statistically significantly increased at both the mid and high
dose. There was also too great an interval between the mid and
high doses: 100 and 1000 ppm, respectively.

5. While a hormonal influence was suggested based on the
pituitary and mammary gland tumors, supporting evidence was not
presented.

6. There was some evidence of genotoxicity.

7. The mammary tumor response is consistent with that seen with
other triazines. Both Atrazine and Propazine, triazines with
structures closely related to Simazine, were associated with
mammary gland tumors in the female rat.

8a. The incidence of kidney tubule adenomas at the HDT in the
female rat, although not statistically significant, exceeded that

‘reported for historical controls (zero) in all seven studies at

the testing facility. While this tumor incidence fits the NTP
definition of a "rare" tumor (<1% incidence), Dr. Slaughter

offered, that based on his experience, the historical incidence
of rat kidney tumors is more accurately defined as "uncommon").

>



8b. The incidence of kidney tubule carcinomas‘in male rats
was less clearly defined (because of sporadic occurrences of
the same tumor in control animals).

G. Classification of Oncogenic Potential:

Criteria contained in the EPA Guidelines [FR51: 33992-34003,
1986] for classifying a carcindgen were considered.

The Committee evaluated all of the evidence listed in part F
(above) and concluded that Simazine should be classified as a
Category C Oncogen (possible human carcinogen), based on evidence
in one species, one sex. The Committee also called for a
guantitative risk assessment for Simazine, quantification to be
based on the mammary tumors in the female rat. The arguments for
gquantification were given as follows:

la. The tumors in both the pituitary and mammary glands of
the female rat were malignant.

1b. Pituitary tumors in female rats were‘fatal with a
possible accelerated onset (analysis to be provided).

2a. Mammary tumors were statiétically increased at 2 doses,
albeit one above the MTD; however, there was too large a
spread between the mid and high doses.

2b. Evidence of progression was suggested by mammary
hyperplasia at the HDT, which correlated with tumors at
that dose. .

3. There was no supporting evidence for demonstrating an
hormonal influence.

4. There was equivocal evidence of kidney tumors ("rare"
or at least "uncommon" tumor type) in both sexes.

5. SAR was strongly supportive. Other closely-related
triazines (Atrazine and Propazine) were also associated with
mammary gland tumors in the female rat.

6. There was some evidence of genotoxicity."

7



SIMAZINE Female Rat Tumor Rates:

Dose
0 10 100 1000
Mammary Gland
Adenoma only 1/90 0/80 1/80 2/80
Fibroadenoma only 21/90 18/80 10/80 v19/80
Adenomavand/or
fibroadenoma only 23/90 20/80 11/80 21/80
Carcinoma 16/90 13/80 20/80 40/80
Adencma/Fibroadenoma/ ‘
Carcinoma 39/90 33/80 31/80 61/80
Pituitary
Adenoma only 73/90 57/80 -63/79 61/80
Carcinoma 1/90 3/80 0/79 6/80
Adenoma and /or
Carcinoma 74/90 60/80 63/79 67/80
Kidney Tubules
Adenomas 0/90 0/80 0/80 2/80
17
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SUBJECT: Peer Review of Simazine
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FROM: Esther Rinde, Ph.D. £&. o/iel%9
Science Analysis and
Coordination Branch
Health Effects Division (TS-769c)

TO: James Yowell
Product Manager #23
Registration Division (TS=-767c)

The Health Effects Division Peer Review Committee met on May 17,
1989 to discuss and evaluate the weight-of-the-evidence on
Simazine with particular reference to its oncogenic potential.

A, Individuals in Attendance:

1. Peer Review Committee: (Signatures indicate
concurrence with the peer review unless otherwise
stated.)

Penelope A. Fenner-Crisp f@w% a. amz ﬁvw;.,

William L. Burnam

Reto Engler

Edwin R. Budd

Marcia Van Gemert

Karl Baetcke

Marion Copley

Kerry Dearfield

Richard Levy
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1. eer Review Committee (contd.)

John Quest %/ /A ﬂm
Ot Lo

Esther Rinde

William Sette’ ad. S
Lynnard Slaughter s 2934&L€L%§VQZ

&
<

2. Reviewers: (Non-committee members responsible for data
presentation; signatures indicate technical accuracy of
panel report.)

/

Henry Spencer

3. eer Review Members in Absentia: (Committee members
who were unable to attend the discussion; signatures
indicate concurrence with the overall conclusions of
the Committee.)

e

Richard Hill

Robert Beliles (/f;izAﬂ4/~?¢ 69962LZ{§14a7
George Ghali . C;L /C;;é;a/(;

4. ther Attendees:
Esther Saito (HED) was also present.

Material Reviewed:

The material available for review consisted of DER's, one-
liners, and other data summaries prepared by Dr. Henry
Spencer; tables and statistical analysis by Dynamac. The
material reviewed is attached to the file copy of this
report.
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C. Background Information:

Simazine is one of several triazine compounds which are used
in agriculture as herbicides to control annual grasses and
broadleaf weeds in corn, alfalfa, orchards of cherries,
peaches, citrus, apples, pears and asparagus as well as
ornamentals and nursery stock. Simazine is also registered
for use in controlling algae in ponds. Little of the
Simazine parent chemical is found as residues in food and
feed crops.

Following the Data-Call-In Notice of the first Registration
Standard of 1984, new chronic toxicity studies were
received; these were evaluated by the Onco Peer Review

Committee.
Structure of Simazine: o
¢
Ny
CyHy NHC CNHC,H
\N / 21ty
SimazineV¥

D. Evaluation of Oncogenicity Evidence for Simazine:‘
1.  CD-1 Mouse Oncogenicity Study

Reference: Hazelette, JR and JD Green: "Simazine Technical; 95-
week Oral Toxicity/Oncogenicity Study in Mice.", April 4, 1988.
Accession/MRID Number: 406144-04, Lab. Study Number: 842121.
Testing Facility: Pharmaceuticals Division, Ciba-Geigy Corp.,
Summit, NJ.

Simazine technical was administered in the diet to groups of 60
male and 60 female Crl:CD1(ICR)BR mice at 0 (control), 40, 1000
or 4000 ppm for 95 weeks.

There were no increases in neoplasms reported for any dosed
group.

There was no evidence of a compound-related effect on survival or
target organ toxicity.

The dosing was considered to be adequate for assessing the
oncogenic potential of Simazine, based on body weight gain
depressions of 14% in males and 19% in females seen at 1000 ppm.
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D. Evaluation of Oncogenicity Evidence (contd.)
2. Sprague-Dawley Rat Oncogenicity Study

Reference: McCormick, CC and AT Arthur: "Simazine-Technical: 104-
Week Oral Chronic Toxicity and Carcinogenicity Study in Rats." ,
April 12, 1988. MRID Number: 406144-05. Study Number: 2-0011-09.
Testing Facility: Pharmaceuticals Division, Ciba-Geigy Corp.,
Summit, NJ.

Simazine technical was administered in the diet to groups of 50
male and 50 female rats at 0 (control), 10, 100 or 1000 ppm for
2 years. Additional groups (30-40/sex/dose) were also treated.

In female rats there was a statistically significant
increase in mortality, and in male rats there was a
statistically significant decrease in mortality, with
increasing doses of Simazine.

Neoplastic lesions which occurred with statistically significant
increases were reported as follows:

In female rats, there was a statistically significant dose-
related trend (p<.0l1l) for mammary gland carcinomas and combined
adenomas/fibromas/carcinomas; however, when the shortened life-
span of the female rats was included in the statistical
evaluation, the incidences of carcinoma alone at both the 100 and
1000 ppm (HDT) dosage groups were statistically significantly
increased as well (p<.05 and p<.0l, respectively). The upper
limit of the historical control incidence reported for mammary
carcinoma (Table 1) was exceeded at 100 ppm, and greatly exceeded
at 1000 ppm (HDT). The incidence of cystic glandular hyperplasia
in the mammary gland was statistically significantly increased at
the HDT, which correlates with the observed high tumor incidence
at that dose.

There was a statistically significant dose-related trend for
kidney tubule adenomas (p<.05); however (as in the case of the
male rats) tumors occurred only at the HDT and the incidence
(3.6%) was not statistically significant by pairwise comparison
with that in the concurrent control. The incidences for adenomas
and/or carcinomas reported for historical female controls (Table
1) were zero in all 7 studies (Table 1).
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TABLE 1

. HISTORICAL CONTROL TUMORINCIDENCE DATA

NUMBER QP TUMOR-BEARING ANIMALS -~ SPRAGUE-DAWLEY RATS

Submitted by Clba-Gelgy

*

JAN NOV
. &3 83 83 84 8s 85 8s
COMPOUND _ A 8 c 0 £ ¢ G
SITE: NEOPLASM NUMBER OF NEOPLASMS
MAMMARY GLAND (FEMALES :
NUMBER OF SITES EXAMINED (68) (60) (70) (10 (60) (0 {70
ADENOMA 6 6 8 2 s 3 2
F | BROADENOMA 18 16 26 21 12 23, 22
ADENOMA/F | BROADENOMA 22 18 30 22 15 25 3
(COMB I NED)
ADENOCARC | NOMA 7 4 s 1" 9 15 14
ALL MAMMARY TUMORS 2% 22 34 30 20 34 32
(COMB I NED)
PITUITARY GLAND (FEMALES):
NUMBER OF SITES EXAMINED (63) (60) (69) (69) (60) (70) (70
ADENOMA 52 49 55 59 49 62 62
CARC | NOMA 0 2 2 2 6 2 1
ADENOMA AND CARC|NOMA 52 51 57 61 s 64 63
(COMBINED)
KIDNEY (MALES AND FEMALES):
NUMBER OF SITES EXAMINED (65/6%) (60/%9)  (70/70)  (70/70)  (60/60)  (70/70)  (70/70)
M oF M F M OF M OF M F M F M F
ADENOMA 0 o 0o o 2 o 1 o o o o o 0o o
CARC | NOMA 0o 0 o o 0 o 1 0 0 o 0o 0 o0 O
ADENOMA AND CARC!NOMA ¢ o 0 0 2 0 2 0 o o 0o o 0 o
(COMBINED)
ADRENAL GLAND (FEMALES):
NUMBER OF SITES EXAMINED (6%) (60) (70) (70 (60) (10 (10
ADENOMA 1 3 4 2 3 2 8
LIVER (MALES):
NUMBER OF S1TES EXAMINED (55) (60) (10) ) (60) (10 )
ADENOMA 0 2 0 2 10 " 1
CARC | NOMA 0 . 1 6 2 1 0
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D. Evaluation of Oncogenicity Evidence (contd.)
2. Sprague-Dawley Rat Oncogenicity Study (contd.)

In female rats, there were also statistically significant dose-
related trends for adenomas, carcinomas and combined
adenoma/carcinomas of the pituitary gland (p<.0l). Pairwise
comparisons were significant only for carcinomasuat 1000 ppm
(p<.05) and only when time adjusted, assuming fatal tumor
context, to account for the effect of mortality disparity in the
animals (the mortality in female rats was statistically
significantly increased compared to controls at 100 and 1000
ppm). The incidence of pituitary gland carcinoma at 1000 ppm
(HTD) only slightly exceeded the upper bound of the historical
control range; however, it greatly exceeded the incidence
reported in 6 out of 7 studies.

Tables 4, 5 and 6 (from the Dynamac "..Qualitative Risk
Assessment...." 10/18/88, attached) summarize these
findings; a fatal tumor analysis was performed on the female
rat pituitary gland tumors, as described on pg. 8 of that
memo. '

Historical control tumor incidence data for Sprague-Dawley rats
at the testing facility are given in Table 1.

In male rats, the incidences of liver tumors were statistically
significantly increased for carcinoma and for combined
adenoma/carcinoma at 100 ppm and 1000 ppm (HDT), respectively
(p<.05); however, these incidences fell within the range reported
for historical controls at the testing facility.

There was also a statistically significant dose-related trend for
kidney tubule carcinomas (p<.05), and for combined
adenoma/carcinoma (p<.0l):; however, tumors occurred only at the
HDT and neither the carcinoma (3%) nor the combined
adenoma/carcinoma (5%) incidence was statistically significant by
pairwise comparison with that in the concurrent control (2% in-
both cases).

Tables 7 and 9 (from the attached Dynamac memo) present data
for the tumor incidences (adjusted for mortality
differences) in liver and kidney, respectively. The
rationale for the tumor analysis is presented on page 8 of
the Dynamac memo.

’f



Table 6. SXNA;IIF SPRAGUE-DAWLEY RAY Study-- Female Mammary Gland Tumor Rates+ and Peto Prevalence Test

ResUlts
Historical
DOSE(PPM) 0.000 10.000 100.000 1000.000 Control Range (%)
Adenoms . .
Fibroadenoms 23/89 20/78a 1171 ' 21/7%
(26) (26) (15) (28) (27-37)
ps 0.0689 o= 0,302 p= 0.177 .pa 0.123
v
Carcinoma 16/89 13/80 20/75b 40,78
(18) €16) 7 51 (7-21)
p< 0.0001ve ps 0.4740 ps 0.0392* p< 0.0001**
Adenoma
Carcinoma 39,89 33/80 31/75 61/78
(44) - 1) 1) (78)
p< 0.00019e p= 0.6064 p= 0.2229 pe 0.0001";

a First Adenoma observed st 48 weeks in dose 10 ppm snd the first Fibroedenoms cbserved et 52 weeks in
dose 0, 10, and 1000 ppm.
b First carcinoma observed at 48 weeks in dose 100 ppam.

Table 5. SIMAZINE SPRAGUE-DAMLEY RAT Study-- Fesale Kidney Tubule Tumor Rstes* and Cochren-Armitage Trend
Test and Fisher's Exsct Test

Historical
DOSE(PPN) 0.0060 10.000 100.000 1000.000 Controls
Adenoma 0/74 0762 0/54 2/55¢
€0.0) 0.0) (0.0) (3.6) (all 0)
ps 0.0042%° ps 1.0000 g 1.0000 ps 0.1799

c First Adenoms observed st 7% weeks in dose 1000 ppm. No carcinomss were coded.
*  Nusber of tumor besring snimals/Number of snimals et risk (excluding snimels that died before the
observation of the firgt tumor or snimel not examined).
()} Per cent

Note: Significence of trend denoted at Control. Significance of pair-uise comparison with control
denoted at §o3e level. * denotes p < 0.05 end *® denotes p <« 0.01

(2



TABLE 6. SIMAZINE, SPRAGUE-DAWLEY RAT Study--FEMALE Pituitary Glend Tumor Rates+, Fatal Tumor Arglysis and
Generatlized K/W Test Results
Historical
DOSE(PPM) 0.000 10.000 100.000 1000.000 Control Range {%)
Adenoma 73/89 57/80 63/77 » 61/79
(82.0) (71.2) (81.8) ar.2) (80-89)
p2 0,003 p* 0.9944 p= 0.0206" ps 55,0030
Carcinoma 1773 3/61 0/52 6/%3 b
(1.4) (6.9) (0.0) €11.3) (0-10)
p= 0.0010%= p= 0.2351 p= 0.6545 p= 0.0153¢
Adenoma .
Carcinoms 74/89 60/80 63/77 87/79
(83.1) (75.0) (81.8) (84.8) (83-92)
p= 0.0005¢¢ p= 0.8351 p= 0.0251® p=0.0008 e
* Number of tumor besring enimals/Number of animals at risk (excluding snimals that died before
the first tumor or snimals not exsmined).
() Per cent
° Firgt Adenoma observed at 35 weeks in dose 100 ppm.
b Firgt Carcinoms observed at 72 weeks in doss 1000 ppa.
Kote: Sfgnificance of trend denoted st fontrol. Significance of peir-wise comparison with controtl

dencted at Doge level. * denotes p < 0.05 end °*° denotes p > 0.01



Teble 7. SIMAZINE SPRAGUE-DAVWLEY RAT Study-- Male Liver Tumor Rates® and Cochrsn-Armitsge Trend Test
end Fisher's Exect Test Results

X

Historical
DOSE(PPH) 0.000 10.000 100.000 1000.000 Control Range (%)
Adenoms 1/88 2/7%s 0/80 3/80
(.1 2.5 (0.0) ¢3.8) (0-17)
ps 0.0826 p= 0.4594 ps 0.5238 pe 0.2752
Carcinome 0/88 2/79 4/80b 3/80
(0.0) (2.5) (5.0) (3.8) (0-9)
ps 0.2169 ps 0.2223 p= 0.0494* p= 0.1058
Adenoma
Carcinoms 1/88 &/79 4780 6/80
(1.1 .1 (5.0) €7.%5)
ps 0.0663 pm 0.1519 ps 0.1554 pe 0.0449*

& First Adenoma observed at 52 weeks in dose 10 ppe.
b Firgt Carcinoma observed at 99 weeks in dose 100 ppm.

- Number of tumor besring enimals/Wumber of animsls gt risk (excluding animals that died before 52 weeks 3-
enimals not examined).

( ) Per cent

Note: Significance of trend denoted at Control. Significance of peir-wise comperisen with control
denoted at Doge level. * denotes p < 0.05 and ** denotes p < 0.01

o7



Teble 9. SIMAZINE SPRAGUE-DAWLEY RAT Study--

Male Kidney Tubule Tumor Rates® and Peto Prevalence Test

Resutes-~
Historical
DOSE(PPM) 0.000 10.000 100.000 1000.000 Control Range (%)
Adenoms 0/51 0746 0/48 1/57a
) ) 0 (2) (0-3)
p= 0.0543 p= 1.0000 p= 1,0000 ps 0.5278
Carcinoma 1766 0/62 0/64 2/65b
) 0 TH 3 (0-1)
ps 0.0332* p= 0.1660 p= 0.1821 p= 0.209%
Adenoma
Carcinomas 1766 0/62 0764 3765
(€3 0 0 ) {0-3)
ps 0.0056** ps 0.1410 ps 0.1721 p= 0.1087

a fFirst Adenoma observed st 92 weeks in dose 1000 ppm.
b First Carcinoms observed at 78 weeks in dose 1000 ppm

¢ The p values for Adenomas were calculated using the Cochran-Armitage Trend Test and fisher's Exect Test,

since the Peto Prevelence method collepsed to one intervsl.

. Number of tumorAbcoring enimats/Number of onimals at risk (excluding enimale that died before t~e’
observation of the first tumer or enimals not examined).

) Per cent

Note: Significance of trend denoted et Lontrol.
denoted 2t Qoge level.

* denotes p < 0.0% and ** denotes p < 0.01%

significance of peir-wise comparison with control

(s~
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D. Evaluation of Oncogenicity Evidence (contd.)
2. Sprague-Dawley Rat Oncogenicity Study (contd.)

The Committee agreed that the highest dose exceeded the MTD
for female rats, based on excess deaths and body weight gain
reductions of 28-45% (days 7-728). The highest dose in males
appeared to have exceeded the MTD, as well, based on body weight
gain reductions of 27-36% (days 7-728). The Committee also felt
that there was too great an interval between the mid and high
doses (100 to 1000 ppm). ’

E. Additional Toxicology Data on Simazine:
1. Metabolism

Simazine exhibits increased binding affinity for red blood
cells following oral dosing in the rat. Almost all of orally
administered Simazine was excreted in the feces and urine 96
hours after administration to rats.

2. Mutagenicity

Three mutagenicity tests have been submitted in support of
the registration for Simazine. Simazine was negative in an
acceptable Salmonella assay using strains TA98, TAl100, TAl535,
TA1537 and TA1538, with and without activation. The other two
tests were found to be unacceptable: a cytogenetics assay with
cultured human lymphocytes and an unscheduled DNA synthesis (UDS)
assay with primary rat hepatocytes. Therefore, of the three
categories of mutagenicity testing, only the gene mutation
category is minimally fulfilled with data gaps in the structural
chromosomal aberrations and other genotoxic effects categories.

The negative Salmonella results are consistent with
published literature and results with other s-triazine
herbicides. However, it is reported in the literature that
Simazine is positive for gene mutations in the mouse lymphoma
assay (Waters et al., Basic Life Sci 21: 275-326, 1982), the
Drosophila sex-linked recessive lethal assay (ibid; also reported
by the U.S. EPA Gene-Tox Program), cell transformation in Syrian
hamster embryo cells (reported by the U.S. EPA Gene-Tox Program),
and plant cytogenetic assays (for review see Plewa et al., Mutat
Res: 136 233-245, 1984). Simazine was also reported in the
literature as being negative in several other assays including
yeast assays, UDS with a human cell strain, sister chromatid
exchanges and a mouse micronucleus (an unacceptable protocol)
(Waters et al., 1982). It was also reported negative in two
assays for aneuploidy (see Dellarco et al., Mutat Res 167: 149-
169, 1986).

/e
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E. 2. Mutagenicity (contd.)

It appears then that Simazine has genotoxic potential and
this would provide some support for an oncogenicity concern.
Tests for submission to satisfy data gaps and to examine in more
detail this genotoxic potential should include a mouse lymphoma
assay, an in vivo micronucleus test and a cell transformation
assay.

3. Developmental Toxicity

Simazine did not produce terata in the rat, when given by
gavage at doses up to 600 mg/kg or in the rabbit at doses up to
200 mg/kg, by gavage; however, maternal toxicity and fetotoxicity
(incomplete ossification) were observed in both species.

4, Structure-Activity Correlations

Simazine is structurally related to Atrazine, Propazine,
Cyanazine, Ametryn and Prometryn. Atrazine was associated with
increased mammary gland tumors in the female albino rat and was
categorized as a "C(g)" oncogen by the HED Peer Review Committee.
Propazine was also associated with increased mammary gland tumors
in the female CD-1 rat and was categorized by the Committee as a
"C" oncogen. Ametryn, Prometryn and Cyanazine have not yet been
evaluated.

i
? \
c< : A~ E
—NH— C—NH—CH (Hi-CH—BHN—< ,AL— 3!
N \gs - CH—H N NHR—C ax
CH. & . 3 _
’ PropazineV AT RAZ | '4 E
a .
¢
7y
CyHgNHC CNHCgH
2585 \N/ 2%
SimazineV
. fi"l-Csz l'VH—CJHﬁ
Cl
c \7
C f
N*\N C‘Ha l'q/ \N o, T % \'N

| HyC-S-C. C-NH-CH .
CiHHN ,l\\/)\ NH — c‘ —CN 3 \N / SH, CHy—S—C QN /C—NH—C:Hn

CHs Ametryn

Cvanazine T imen
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F. Weight of Evidence Considerations:

The Committee considered the following facts regarding the
toxicology data on Simazine to be of importance in a weight-of-
the-evidence determination of oncogenic potential.

1. Simazine was not associated with increases in neoplasms when
fed in the diet to CD-1 mice, at doses up to 4000 ppm. The study
was considered to have been adequately conducted.

2. Simazine was associated with statistically significant
increases in carcinomas of the pituitary gland (at the HDT) and
mammary gland (at the mid (100 ppm) and highest dose) in the
female Sprague-Dawley rat, when fed in the diet at doses up to
1000 ppm. The incidence of mammary gland tumors at the HDT was
well outside the range reported for historical controls at the
testing facility. The incidence of pituitary gland tumors was
just outside the historical control range; however, it exceeded
(considerably) the incidences reported for 6 out of 7 studies.

3. The pituitary tumors in the female rats were fatal with a
possibly accelerated onset, and the mammary carcinomas also
contributed to the increased mortality at the HDT, according to
the study authors.

4. Although the HDT may have exceeded the MTD, the mid-dose was
well below, and the mammary tumors in the female rat were
statistically significantly increased at both the mid and high
dose. There was also too great an interval between the mid and
high doses: 100 and 1000 ppm, respectively.

5. While a hormonal influence was suggested based on the
pituitary and mammary gland tumors, supporting evidence was not
presented.

6. There was some evidence of genotoxicity.

7. The mammary tumor response is consistent with that seen with
other triazines. Both Atrazine and Propazine, triazines with
structures closely related to Simazine, were associated with
mammary gland tumors in the female rat.

[T
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F. Weight of Evidence (contd.)

8a. The incidence of kidney tubule adenomas at the HDT in the
female rat, although not statistically significant, exceeded that
reported for historical controls (zero) in all seven studies at
the testing facility. While this tumor incidence fits the NTP
definition of a "rare" tumor (<1% incidence), Dr. Slaughter
offered, that based on his experience, the historical incidence
of rat kidney tumors is more accurately defined as "uncommon").

8b. The incidence of kidney tubule carcinomas in male rats
was less clearly defined (because of sporadic occurrences of
the same tumor in control animals).

G. Classification of Oncogenic Potential:

Criteria contained in the EPA Guidelines [FR51: 33992-34003,
1986] for classifying a carcinogen were considered.

The Committee evaluated all of the evidence listed in part F
(above) and concluded that Simazine should be classified as a

Category C Oncogen (possible human carcinogen), based on evidence
in one species, one sex. The Committee also called for a

gquantitative risk assessment for Simazine, quantification to be
based on the mammary tumors in the female rat. The arguments for

quantification were given as follows:

‘la. The tumors in both the pituitary and mammary glands of
the female rat were malignant.

lb. Pituitary tumors in female rats were fatal with a
possible accelerated onset (analysis to be provided).

2a. Mammary tumors were statistically increased at 2 doses,
albeit one above the MTD; however, there was too large a
spread between the mid and high doses.

2b. Evidence of progression was suggested by mammary
hyperplasia at the HDT, which correlated with tumors at

that dose.

3. There was no supporting evidence for demonstrating an
hormonal influence.

4. There was equivocal evidence of kidney tumors ("rare"
or at least "uncommon" tumor type) in both sexes.

5. SAR was strongly supportive. Other closely-related
triazines (Atrazine and Propazine) were also associated with
mammary gland tumors in the female rat.

6. There was some evidence of genotoxicity.
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Estimated? Q]_*(m<;/1<g/day)"l for Cyanazine, Atrazine and
Simazine in Sprague-Dawley Female Rats

Tumors in the Q1*(mg/kg/day)'l

Mammary Gland Rat In Human Equiv.**
Cyanazine - Carcinoma,

Adenocarcinoma

& Fibrosarcoma 1.66x10~1(a) 8.8x10~1
Atrazinel Carcinoma 1.72x10-2(Db) 9.2x10™2
Simazine Carcinoma 2.25x10~2(Db) 1.2x10-1

+ Based on results from Statox computer program
++perived by the use of surface area correction -
(Human Wt./ Rat wWt.)l

(a) Multi-Stage Model (Global86)
(b) Time-to-tumor Multi-Stage Model (Weibull83)

1 HED's previous estimate of Q * was 2.2x10"1 pased upon both
benign & malignant mammary gland tumors. For the puposes
of comparison with Cyanazine & Simazine, only malignant
tumors were used in the estimation of the unit risk, Q; -
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Science Support & Special Review Section
Science Analysis & Coordination . Branch
Healtn Effects Division (H7509C)

To: Karl Baetcke, Ph.D., Chief
Toxicology Branch I (IRS)
Health Effects Division (H7509C) -
Thru: Kerry L. Dearfield, Ph.D., Acting Section Head /CZ( e
Science Support & Special Review Section Mh] 7.4l .
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Reto Engler, Ph.D., Chief / /
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HED's previous estimate of cyanazine's Ql* of 8.8x1071
was based upon malignant mammary gland tumors including
fibrosarcomas. For comparative purposes with atrazine
and simazine, malignant tumors including adenocarcincmas,

carcinamas and carcigosarcomas only are used in the estimation
of the unit risk, Q; -

Animals with fibroearcomas in the cyanazine gtudy are
excluded from the graup for the estimate of Q; . The
reason for this exclusion is due to advice given by Dr.
Brennecke (HED's consultant in pathology) that fibrosarcomas
do not originate from epithelial cell tissues as do the
carcinomas. The carcinosarcomas, which originate fram both
the epithelial and mesenchymal cell tissues, found in both
the atrazine and cyanazine mammary gland malignant tumor
data can be retained for the estimate of Q; .

cc Kathy Pearce SRRD
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Table on Estimated™ Q (mg/kg/day) <l for Cyanazine, Atrazine and
Simazine in éprague—Dawley Female Rats

Tumors in the Ql (mg/kg/day)” -l -

Mammary Gland kat In Human eEquiv.t
Cyanazine Carcinosarcomas

& Adenocarcinoma 1.59x10~1(a) 8.4x10"1 ()
Atrazine Adencocarcinoma &

Carcinosarcoma . 1.72x10"2(b) 9.2x10™2(c)
Simazine Carcinoma 2.25x10=2(b) 1.2x10"1(c)

+ Based on results from Statox computer program
+erived by the use of surface area correction -
(Human Wt./Rat we.)l

(a) Multi-Stage Model (Global36)

(b) Time-to~Tumor MultigStage Model (Weibull83)

(c) Cyanazine - This Q; is the estimate to be used for Risk
Characterization.
Atrazine - This Q; is ‘the estimate for comparative purposes
only of the three chemical compounds and is not the one that
is used for Risk Characterzation ( actual estimate used is
2.2x10~1 based upon both benign and malignant mammary gland
tumors) «
Simazine - This ng is the estimate that has been and is still
being used for Risk Characterization.
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