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SUBJECT: Glyphosate; pp§ 6E3424; Glyphosate in/on Atemoya,
Carauwolays and sugar apple at 0.2 ppm; Response to

RCB memo of 9/30/86 regarding nitrosamine in or
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Toxiéaogy Branch is requested to reply to RCB deferral
regarding nitrosamines in technical glyphosate.

Requested Action:

Review:

1. 1In memo of September 30, 1986 from M.P. Firestone to H.
Jamerson, RCB states that "RCB can reach no final conclusion
regarding the likelihood that contaminants in the technical
product will or will not result in a residue problem until
issues involving identification/quantitation of nitrosamine
presented in Glyphosate Registration standard have been
resolved. However.s since atemoya, carambola and sugar apples
are minor Crops, RCB defers to Tox., as to whether it would

be toxicologically feasible to forgo the preceding jssues.”

2. Toxicology Branch response to deferral:

Toﬂbology Branch reguires that the identification/quantitation
of nitrosamine be determined for technical glyphosate before
the requested tolerances are granted.

conclusion:

The requested tolerances are not toxicologically supported /L
until the nitrosamine issue has been resolved.



