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bPaeonil on various crops; reply to memeo of W. S. Cox, 5-6~71 ’::29#7!

Mr. Dr Bake Patit Cont B B .
r 1 r, Pa ilens Contrel Branc €§<2£'ﬂ%027f22&€:£
PESTICIDE PETITION 0. 1P-1024 i

Chemistry Branch, PTD has racommended that a tolerance of 0.3 ppm

of Daconil be established on peanuts instead of the 0.1 ppm pegligible
residue tolerance reguested »y the petitioner. They defer to us

as to whether we can consider 0.3 ppm a negligible :asidna.

Assuming peanuts represent J% of the diet (0.01 x 1§ gﬁﬁtotal daily(\\
intake) = 15 gm daily intake At a leval of 5.3 ppm on peanata,
8.008 mg of Daconil woald bc added to tbn daily diet (a ag/kg x

iols kg). el D) it | afond _adaw S Sy

,b

o

Prom ibc total prepesed tolerances of Daconil (see memo a?”tﬁ Lo

Fagan, 2-16-71) the amount added to the daily dietary totals 1 mg/day.*

Adding the peanut residues the total would be 1.00§5 mg/day. The
previously calculated safe amount that a 60 kg man could ingest is
1.2 mg/day, so that the higher tolerance will not add a significant
amount of Daconil to the diet.

TPherefore, even though the toxicity data support the safety of
0.3 ppm of Daconil oam peanuts, we cannot consider it a negligible
residuae.

4 tolerance for reaidues of 0.3 ppm of Daconil on paahats will be
safe.

Clara H. wWilliams, Ph.D.
Toxicology Branch, PTD, RPA

*7his value would be slightly lower since it Is propozed to reduce
the tolerance on carrets from 5 ppm to 1 ppa.
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