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Subject:; TP No.‘501604 and FATP 5H5081 -
lcmpordly Permit No. 239-EXP-71C
ORTIENE 75 S Soluble Powder -
Grapes

File No: 773.21

Mr. Charles L. Smith

Spec1a1 Registration Officer
Reglstratzon Division (Wl-567)
AEhv1ronmenta1;Protpct10n Agency
' y7"D.C. 720460 . -

The following comments rcfer to paragraph number 1 in your letter of
Apr11 10 1975 1nd our reply of April 17, 1975.

‘Ue are attachlng a reccntly~comp1cted report of rcslduc analyscs of Concord
‘grapeb, and subsamples of same, from washlngLon State Unlverblty This test
(T~ 3778) shows no residues in skins, a maximum of 0.62 ppm total residues
"(acephate “and 9006) in wet pulp and 2.1 ppm total residues in dricd pulp.

- ..3“4, e S e
The sklns are’ separated fxom the wet pulp and addud back to Lhe must for
red'vlne production, The dried pulp in this test would correspond to dxy

: pomace (pulp fibers and seeds) in this case.-

;In our lccte:'of April 17, we stated that residues in.wet:pomace would not
“exceed 8§ ppm.: The Washlngton test shows much"lower 1081dues than this, -

This information gives further support to our-request that we not have to

1abel the product for use on. grapes for the fresh frw;t,,dependlng on the
“variety. : s » :

Very‘truly yours,

Y ofe e

P, J V Ospenson, Manag Qf J
Research & DevclopmgnL
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